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TO GAS COMPANIES. 


FIRECLAY Retorts and Fire Goods. 
The Advertiser has brought his Fire-Clay Retorts 
to great perfection, both as to quality and finish. Many 
have stood three and four years. 

Every description of Fire Goods in any quantity al- 
ways on hand. The Fire Clay is the very best in the 
North of England. Stock never less than 10,000 tons 


weathering. 
’ Orders promptly executed. 
Apply, G. H. Ramsay, of Derwenthaugb Fire-Brick 
Works, near NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE. 
Aug. 22, 1856. 


TO GAS MANAGERS, 


THE Hereford Gaslight and Coke 
COMPANY are in want of a Person to under- 
take the Management of their Works. He will be ex- 
pected to keep all the Books and Accounts of the Com- 
pany, as well as to manage the Works. 

. Applications and Testimonials to be addressed to 
Mr. Fow er, Clerk to the Gas Company, St. John 
Street, HEREFORD, on or before the Iie day of 
September, 1859. 


LANCASTER GAS COMPANY. 
TO IRONFOUNDERS AND OTHERS. 


[ue Directors of the above Company 

are prepared to receive TENDERS for the Con- 
struction and Erection of a WROUGHT-IRON ROOF, 
with Cast-Iron Columns, Girders, Spouts, &c., com- 
plete, for a Retort-House the size of which is 161 feet 
6 inches by 94 feet 5 inches within the walls. 

The Plans and Specification may be seen on applica- 
tion to the Engineer at the works, St. George’s Quay, 
LANCASTER, on and“after the 3rd of August next. 

Sealed Tenders endorsed ‘* Tender for Iron Roof” 
must be sent to the Engineer on or before the 12th of 
August, 1859. 

The Directors do not bind themselves to accept the 
lowest or any Tender. 

Taos, R. Metuor, Engineer. 











MAIDSTONE GAS COMPANY. 
TO COAL MERCHANTS AND OTHERS. 


PERSONS willing to supply the above 
Company with best unscreened PELAW MAIN 
Coals, are requested to send TENDERS to Messrs. 
— and Hoak, MaIpsToNz, on or before Aug. 16, 


To weigh and deliver 
premises of the Company 
Pelaw Mains at per ton, at the times and in the quan- 
tities following, viz.— 








into the Coal Store on the 
at Maidstone best d 


On or before the 15th of September, 1859 500 tons. 
In the month of tober os Ge 
Py November ,, 500 , 
” December ,, 000 ., 
i January 1860 1000 ,, 
» March * 500 
4500 tons. 
The Coals to byt pe for by Cash on delivery. 
The y do not pledge themselves to accept the 
lowest or other Tender. 
order of the Company, 
BEALE and Hoar, Clerks. 





Maidstone, ‘Am AA8. 


, five or six men for the 
ERECTION of small Gas-Works, and to 
ee 9-7 internal Fittings. 
pply to J. P., eare of Mr. Kina, 11, Bolt Court, 
Fleet Street, Lowpow, E.07 


GAS-FITTER AMD SUPERINTENDENT. 


a Country Gas-Work, 
s Fit and SUPERINTENDENT. He 
must have a edge of Gas-Fitting, and of 
the Man Gas according to the present im- 
proved 3 keep the Working Accounts, 









= * eae , rs. 
to f th ~ 
Peer. my : “4 e Fermoy Gas-Works, 





be ° Gasl 
TO oon joes voted amelder val 


. ALFRED Barron, Sec: 
Cowes Gas and Coke Company. ee ae 


' Alt4n gad 00's Patent Compen- 
‘ GAS-METER, 

For and Description of this Meter see Tur 

Jouanray Gas Lagutina, No. 176, of July 19, 


1859, pp. 465, 406, 
Apthedian for: tndormetion to be made to, and 
iy House, 





ALEXANDER ALLAN, Engineer, 
may be had of JouHN MILNE, 











COWEN’S PATENT FIRE-CLAY RETORTS. 


OSEPH COWEN and CO, 
BLAYDON BURN, NEAR NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 


Were the only parties to whom a PrR1zE MEDAL was 
awarded at the GREAT EXHIBITION of 1851, for “‘ Gas 
RerTortTs and OTHER OBJECTS in FIRB CLay.” 

J.C. and Co. have been for many years the most 
extensive Manufacturers of Fire-Clay Retorts in the 
United Kingdom; and orders for Fire-Clay Retorts 
of all shapes and dimensions, Fire Bricks, and every 
other article in Fire Clay, are promptly executed at 
their Works as above. 

COWEN’S GARESFIELD COAL AND COKE, 

Coal and Coke Office, 
Quay Sipe, NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE. 


FIRST PRIZE IN THE PARIS EXHIBITION, 








OHN RUS ND CO, 


THE OLD TUBE WORKS, 
CHURCH HILL, WEDNESBURY; 
ALMA WORKS, 

WALSALL, STAFFORDSHIRE; 
and 69, UPPER THAMES STREET, LONDON, 
Original Manufacturers of Wrought-Iron Gas Tubes, 
and Holders of the present Patents; Inventors and 
First Makers of LAP-WELDED FLUES for Steam 

Boilers. 

J. R. and Co, make all kinds of Tubes and Fittings 
for Gas, Steam, and Water, and the largest Orders 
may be executed in a few days. 

Gun Metal, and all other kinde of Cocks, Stocks, 
Dies, and Taps, Galvanised Tubes, &c. 

N.B. Goods thoroughly Tested before sent out, 
and Warranted. 


LEGG’S Treatise on Coal Gas.— 

ADVERTISEMENTS relating to Gas Engineer- 

ing and Gas Apparatus will be appended to the forth- 

coming Third Edition of this standard work on Gas 
Lighting, so as to form permanent references. 

The Advertisements will be received by Mr. K1nG, 
Office of the Journat or Gas LicGuTiNna, ll, Bolt 
Court, FLeet STREET, until SATURDAY NEXT, 
AUGUST 6. 








SCALE OF CHARGES, Zs. d. 

For sixlinesandunder . . . . 010 6 
wed additionalline . . . . $ ; 6 
ntire quarto page ow. * oo 0 
Half ditto. “or ° . 313 6 





VICTORIA PARK APPROACH BRIDGE, 
TO BUILDERS, CONTRACTORS, AND OTHERS. 


[THE Metropolitan Board of Works 
hereby give notice, that they will MEET at the 
Council-Chamber, Guildhall, in the City of London, on 
FRIDAY, the 12th of August next., at Twelve o’clock 
at noon precisely, and will then be prepared to open 
TENDERS by parties who may be willing to CON- 
TRACT for the CONSTRUCTION of a WROUGHT- 
IRON GIRDER BRIDGE, with other works in con- 
nexion therewith, over the Limehouse Cut, near the 
Commercial Road East, in the county of Middlesex. 
Plans, Sections, and a Specification of the Works, 
together with the Form of Tender, may be i d 





OURNAL OF GAS LIGHTING, 


WATER SUPPLY, & SANITARY IMPROVEMENT, 


15s. in Advance DOUBLE No, 


Subscription 
18s Credit. Price ls, 


per Ann, 


BLAYDON BURN AND LOW BENWELL FIRE- 
CLAY RETORT AND FIRE-BRICK WORKS, 
NEAR NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNBE. 


wir COCHRAN CARR begs 


most respectfully to thank the Metropolitan, 
Provincial, and Continental Gas Companies for their pa- 
tronage for several years past, and to intimate that he 
has rebuilt and enlarged his extensive premises for the 
Manufacture of CLAY RETORTS; and thatheis now 
prepared to execute thelargest orders with punctuality 
and despatch. Orders for FIRE-CLAY RETORTS, 
of all shapes and sizes, FIRE-BRICKS, and all other 
Articles in Fire-Clay, executed on the shortest notice, 
and on the most reasonable terms. 

London Agents: 
JAMES LAWRIE & C©0., 
63, OLD Broap Street, City, LONDON. 


MERTHYR TYDFIL WATER-WORKS. 
TO ENGINE MAKERS. 


HE Merthyr Tydfil Local Board 

OF HEALTH are desirous to receive TEN DERS 

for a pair of High-Pressure Condensing ENGINES, 
with Boilers, Pumps, and Apparatus complete. 

The Drawings may be inspected at my Office, or at 
the Office of Mr. Hawks ey, Civil Bagineer, 30, Great 
George Street, WESTMINSTER, on and after Wednes- 
day, the 27th of July inst., where Specifications and 
Forms of Tender may be had on payment of the sum of 
10s. each. 

Tenders must be delivered on or before Wednesday, 
the 10th day of August next. y order, 

J. W. RussR 1, Clerk to the Local Board. 

Merthyr Tydfil, July 20, 1859. 











PIRE BRICKS. 


COMPANY, NEWPORT (MON.). 
Shippers of Fire-Goods of First-class —_ manu- 
factured from a remarkably pure seam of Fire-Clay. 
Railway Communication by Broad or Narrow Gauge 
with all parts of the Kingdom, and by Seaboard, 
Coastwise, and Foreign. 





TO GAS COMPANIES. 


was TED, at Home or Abroad, by 
a respectable Young Man, age 28 (married), a 
Situation as WORKING MANAGER of a small Gas- 
Work, or ina ay Ts a good Fitter, and has a 
knowledge of Brass Finishing. He was connected 
with one of the politan Gas C for six 
ears as Fitter, and subsequently as Arrear and 
‘utting-off Collector. For the last twelve months has 
been engaged in fitting in country towns. 

Address I’. R. D., Mr. Petras, 1, Monmouth Place, 
Surrey Square, Walworth, Lonpon. 








MALL Gasometer, for ¢ e tal 
draw or Wain, Pisings &c., complete, on stand. “will 


be sold very cheap. 
Address Avery and Oo., Patent Office, 32, Essex 
Street, Strand, LONDON. 


TO GAS COMPANIES AND CONTRACTORS, 
Fo SALE, several of Hy- 
DRAULIC MAIN, 14 inches diameter and 6 feet 


9 inches long, with 7 holes for as a 
Also, 4-inch ASCENSION-PIPES, 





ARCH and 

DIP PIPES, and DP MOUTHPIECES, all in excellent 
condition, and will be sold at a very low le 

To be seen on application to the GINEER, at 


the Equitable Gas 
PIMLICO. 


mpany’s Works, Lupus Street, 





after Tuesday, the 26th inst., and other particulars ob- 
tained, at the Office of the Board, No. 1, Greek Street, 
Soho, between the hours of Nine a.m. and Four p.m., 
until Thursday, the 11th day of August next. 

Tenders add d to the Metropolitan Board of 
Works must be delivered at their office before Four 
o’clock on the last mentioned day, and no Tender will 
be received after that hour. 

The Board do not bind themselves to accept the 
lowest or any Tender, and the party whose Tender 
shall be accepted will be required to provide two ap- 
proved sureties for the due performance of the works. 

(Signed) 
E. H. Wootrycu, Clerk of the Board. 

No. 1, Greek Street, Soho, July 21, 1859. 


Reatelift ht and Coke Company. 
NOTICE is he given thata HALF-YEARLY 
GENERAL MEETING of Proprietors will be held at 
the ae Station, New Crane, Wapping, on 
THURSDAY, the llth day of August next, for the 
purpose of declaring a Dividend to Midsummer last, 
and on other affairs. The Chair will be taken and 
business commence at Two o'clock precisely, and at its 
the Dividend will be payable, 
Joun GILL, Secretary. 
New Crane, Wapping, July 27, 1859. 











ANTED, a Situation as 
So hes tnd ccncntack Semel capseliinn ba Ge Mase” 
who bas seventeen e 
- Gas- Works. 


tion and Management o 
Satisfactory ref and Testimonials as to cha- 
racter and abilities. 


Address A. B., care of Mr. Kina, 11, Bolt Court, 
Fleet Street, Lonpon, E.C. 


FelektoN MOOR GAS COALS.— 


Parties wishing to be 








these firet- 
class Gas Coals will please to Le Mr. MarTaew 
NugsBit, E1gHTON Moor O |, NBWOASTLE-U POR. 


Tyne. These coals well known as ae 
richest in gas, and morking te on the 
Tyne. They are exte by metropolitan gas 


works. 


J OFX ROGERSON and o0., 
BEWOMt LS ae & MID. 
ON-' 
Wrought and Cast Iron 
all kinds of Foundry Wi 
Fire-Bricks and Clay Retorts. 
description. Pig, Bar, and Plate Irom. 
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MEDALS AWARDED TO 
THOMAS GLOVER’S 
PATENT DRY GAS-METERS. 





THOMAS GLOVER, 
PATENT DRY GAS-METER MANUFACTURER, 
SUFFOLK STREET, CLERKENWELL GREEN, anv 
ALLEN STREET, GOSWELL STREET, E.C. 





LONDON, March 25, 1859. 

Tomas Grover takes this opportunity of thanking Gas Companies and his other Customers for the very liberal support 
and patronage he has received during the past year, which has far exceeded his most sanguine anticipations, having sold a 
greater number of his PATENT DRY GAS-METERS since the dissolution of his partnership with Mr. Croll than he was 
ever previously enabled to do in any one year. . 

Tuomas Guover confines his sole attention to the business of Gas-Meter Making. The propriety of his doing so is satis- | 
factorily proved by his success; and, without the practice of any quackery, or any attempt to delude the public by an absurd) 
exhibition of ‘‘ Old and New Valves,” his Meters are in general use by the Metropolitan Gas and other Companies in this’ 
Country and abroad. For example, one Metropolitan Company have now in use above 12,500 of his Patent Dry Gas. | 
Meters ; some of these Meters have been fixed for Fourteen Years, and are still in working order, without complaint from| 





either the Company or the Consumer. 
Tuomas Gover thinks it necessary to put Gas Companies on their guard against parties selling Patent Dry Gas-Meters | 





constructed in imitation of his, but unskilfully made on erroneous principles, and with improper and unsuitable materials. {| 

Tuomas Giover’s Workshops are now the most extensive in this or any other Country, and he is thereby enabled | 
promptly to execute orders to any extent required. Purchasers may at any time inspect his Works and the Materials of which | 
his Meters are constructed. He is ready to enter into Contracts with Gas Companies and others to uphold their Stock of his, 
Meters for Twenty Years at an annual charge varying from 2} to 5 per cent., and to leave always in the hands of Gas Com- i 


panies Three Years’ charge for upholding, as a guarantee for the fulfilment of the Contract. | 
| 








» 








CROSLEY & GOLDSMITH’S 


PATENT SELF-ADJUSTING & COMPENSATING GAS-METERS — 
CANNOT BE OVER OR UNDERCHARGED WITH WATER, 1 


and they consequently register the quantity of Gas consumed with greater accuracy than Meters in which the Water-Line is variable. 
MANUFACTURED BY 


CROSLEY & CO., | 
GAS-METER MANUFACTURERS, 
103, SOUTHWARK BRIDGE ROAD, LONDON. | 


N.B. The Patent Self-Adjusting and Compensating Apparatus may be applied to the ordinary Meter. 
Manufacturers of LOWE'S PATENT MOTIVE-POWER METER, for situations where there is an inadequacy of pressure to 


|| supply the special requirements of certain consumers in low grounds during the day or night. , 


Also, Manufacturers of EXPERIMENT METERS, GASHOLDERS, GOVERNORS, MINUTE-CLOCKS, PHOTOMETERS, 
&e. &e., similar to those used by Mr. King, of Liverpool. 





’ 
Extract From THE Report or Messrs. Lows, Kirknam, Pearse, AND BARLow, ON CrosLEy aNnp GoLDSMITH § 
Patent METERS. 


Our experiments lead us to the conclusion that the patent meter is a practical and substantial improvement upon the ordinary wet gas-meter, - 
much as the capacity of the measuring-chamber is not diminished by an excessive supply of water, nor can it be increased by drawing off water. On the | 
one hand, therefore, the consumer is protected against any intentional or negligent overfilling of the meter, the result of which is to exaggerate the regis 
tered quantity of gas actually consumed ; and, on the other hand, the gas manufacturer is protected against the fraudulent abstraction of water _ ne | | 
consumer, the effect of which in the ordinary meter is to cause it to register less gas than is really supplied. Time alone can determine whether these 
advantages are gained at the expense of its durability, or by any complexity which may render its utility doubtful ; but, so far as we are able to rT ol 
opinion upon these points, the patent meters are not liable to any greater derangement than the a wet meters, nor do we believe they will be ess | 
durable. (Signed) * Gxorce Lows, C.E., F.RS., Engineer-in-Chief to the Chartered Gas Company. se | 
Joun Kirknam, C.E., late Engineer-in-Chief of the Imperial Gaslight rt. . gi 
GeppIE Pearse, late Engineer-in-Chief to the Incorporated and Provincia British Gaslight Companies. 
Tuomas G. Bartow, Civil and Consulting Gas Engineer. 
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TUESDAY, AUGUST 2, 1859. 


NOTES UPON PASSING EVENTS. 


He is very sad to witness the utter ignorance of our so-called 
-| Legislators of the principles, and of the details, of the mea- 
,Sures submitted to their consideration; and we hardly re- 
j| member an instance in which this ignorance was so painfully 
|manifested as it was in the discussion which took place in the 
| House of Commons on Friday the 29th ult., upon the vote 
| for a sum to complete the payments required for carrying into 
|effect the Local Government Act. On this occasion some 


|| members of the House of Commons alluded to the mischief 





| which had been effected by the very Inspectors of the quon- | 


| dam Board of Health ; but so carelessly had they studied this 
important question, that even Mr. E. James stated (according 
|,to the Report of the Times), “that he himself had been en- 

gaged as counsel in an action against a Superintending In- 
| Spector for having polluted a watercourse at Chelmsford, and 





\that similar actions had been brought against other Inspectors | 


for having created nuisances of the same description at Hit- 
jchin and at Croydon.” Now, Mr. E. James ought to have 


against the Superintending Inspectors, who, it is only too true, 
the Government side of the House to correct this singular 


blunder, Yet the nation is compelled to pay the sums voted 
under such manifest ignorance on the part of the guardians of 
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known that the actions he referred to were brought against | 
the Local Boards of Health of the respective places named, not | 


had*misguided them ; and, oddly enough, there was no one on | 


the national purse! and even the gross juggle of removing 
| the salary of Mr. Simon from this part of the Civil Service 
| Estimates only met with notice from the Honourable Member 
| for Lambeth. Yet there are, we know, many Members of the 
| House of Commons who are aware of the past and present his- 
torv of the Board of Health, and who could expose the blun- 
dering and jobbery of the whole system. It seems, however, 
that the necessities of party warfare are sufficient to justify || 
| 

| 





the wilful blindness of these Members ; and thus one of the}| 
most monstrous abuses of the day is likely to be perpetuated. 
A little tale has lately come to our ears, in an unofficial |; 
form it is true, but still with so great an appearance of proba-| 
bility that we insert it here, for what it is worth, as a rumour. || 
It is to the effect that a certain Local Board of Health—one of || 
the bodies supposed to be endowed under the Local Govern- || 
| ment Act with the powers of Local Self-Government—lately 
applied to the Treasury for permission to borrow money for 
‘the erection of a market; and that the Superintending In- | 
spector, who was sent to examine and report on the scheme, 
refused to sanction it unless certain alterations were made in 
the plan. Now, without at all discussing whether the sug-| 
gested alterations were, or were not, improvements, weask what 
independence the local authorities are likely to possess, if the) 
Central Government can thus interfere with the details. of the! 
works those local authorities think proper to undertake ?| 
Evidently, the system thus illustrated tends to place all the}; 
Local Boards of Health under the direct control of the Central || 
Government; and the violent denunciations of the jobbery | 
carried on by the officers of the late General Board of Health, || 
| by their subsequent patron, now Lord Llanover, may well jus- | 
tify the dread of the return hereafter of similar abuses, perhaps || 
| in a disguised form, to those which prevailed during the reign i] 
of Mr. Chadwick, if the Superintending Inspectors of the pre- || 
sent Board of Health should be allowed to interfere with the | 
practical details of the works undertaken by the Local Boards | 
of Health. Alas! it is, however, but preaching in the wilder- |) 
ness to call attention to the gradual, though sure, progress | 
we are making in this country towards Administrative Cen- 
tralization. 

Indeed, our political authorities seem to be so little aware of || 
the true principles of these matters, that even the Tory press || 
of the day hints that the principle of Local Self-Government 
has signally failed in the case of the Metropolitan Board of 
Works. We ourselves are far from thinking that that body 
has done all it ought to have done, or was in its power to do; | 
but so far is its constitution from being an illustration of the | 
practical application of the principles of Local Self-Govern- || 
ment, that we hardly know an instance in which the principle| 
of popular election has been more carefully ignored. In the, 
| first place, the partial renewal of the board is in itself opposed | 
to the habits and practice of English electoral bodies ; in the | 
second place, the nomination of the members of the board! 
takes place, not by the ratepayers, but by their representatives ; | 
and, in fact, the popular responsible element is excluded from || 
this parody on a true local self-government with about as much | 
care as it was in some of the administrative organizations of 
the French National Convention, from which Sir B. Hall seems | 
to have derived many of his theories of government. Had the| 
Metropolitan Board of Works really been a popularly-elected | 
| body, we ourselves hope that it would have exhibited more 
| energy and more skill than the present very inefficient board | 
| has done; at any rate, it would have been hard to have done | 
much less good than the latter has yet achieved. But, be that| 
as it may, we protest against the shortcomings of the Metropo- | 
litan Board being cited as proofs of the failure of a system 
with which it has only a very remote connexion. 


| Whether the Board of Works have done much or little to| 
_ remedy the evils produced by the injudicious legislation of late | 
| years, it may be worth while to call attention to the fact that | 
| the Conservators of the Thames have brought before Parliament | 
a measure, which is likely soon to become law, for the purpose’ 
of preventing any offensive matter from flowing into the Thames. 

Is this meant as a threat to the Gas-Works and the Chemical | 
Factories on the banks of the river? or is it seriously meant to | 
prevent the pouring of house drainage and sewerage into the 
great common sewer of the metropolis? Surely the house 
| refuse is ‘“‘ matter as offensive” as any that comes from the 
majority of factories, and the exclusion of the latter without 
excluding the former would be both unjust and absurd. What, 
then, is the meaning of the Act? How is it to be applied in 
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connexion of house-drains with the public sewers which finally 
discharge into the Thames? Will no one strive to stop the 
Legislature in its present reckless course of interference—to-day 
on one system, to-morrow on another—with matters our ances- 
tors had more wisely left under the cognizance of the common 
law of the realm ? 

And that the common law was sufficient to deal satisfac- 
torily with these questions was lately shown in the case of 
Twisden v. Busbridge, tried lately before Justice Crowder at 
Maidstone. In this case it appears that the proprietors of a 
certain paper-mill had long been accustomed to turn their 
refuse into the stream in the natural drainage and water- 
course of the valley ; but of late the introduction of new pro- 
cesses, and perhaps also an increase of trade at the mill, have 
tended to increase the contamination of the stream. Under 
these circumstances the mill owners have been condemned to 
cease the nuisance; for it was justly held that their right of 
easement upon the natural drainage course, did not justify the 
coutamination of the waters flowing in it. This case will serve 
as a precedent for many others; and we therefore seriously 
call attention to its bearings upon the sanitary condition and 
upon the industrial relations of many important districts. 

The decision of the House of Lords in the writ of error 
brought to reverse the decision of the Court of Exchequer 
Chamber, in the case of Chasemore v. Richards, sets to rest for 
the present the legal question as to the right of any land- 
owner to sink a well to any depth he may think proper on his 
own property, and to raise the water he may thus obtain for 
any lawful purpose. It must still, however, remain a matter 
of grave question whether, in the present state of Geological 
science, some alteration in this branch of the law may not be 





required. At present there is no security for the property in | 


water-mills, or in any other of the water privileges, of streams 
whose source of supply may be intercepted by the sinking of 
a well upon a higher point of the water-bearing stratum. As 
we have said before, this legislation may also entail great 
hardship, if not wrong, in the case of the first discovery of 
Artesian sources of water supply. 

The trustees of certain Navigations seem to have been 
rather active of late in their attempts to resist encroachments 
upon the rivers committed to their charge; for the trustees 
of the Medway navigation, and those of the Nene Valley, have 
appeared in court in cases of that description. There were no 
particular principles involved in either’ of these instances, and 
the matter may, therefore, be dismissed by saying simply 
that it seems to indicate that attention is being forcedly 
directed to the state of our internal navigation, perhaps in 
consequence of the recent short supply of water to our Rivers. 
The sudden development of our railway system has latterly 
diverted attention from the former methods of water trans- 
port ; anything which will bring them again before the public 
will therefore be of great benefit. 

In the law courts also, the Local Board of Health of Ed- 
monton has appeared in the. usual character of those bodies— 
that is to say, as a contaminator of the watercourses of the 
district ; and at Southampton we hear that legal proceedings 
are going on for the purpose of compelling the Local Board of 
Health to abate the nuisance produced by the outfall of their 
sewerage. There is a monotony in these constant pro- 
secutions of the guardians of the public health for the neglect 
of their duty ; but what are we to think of the laws under which 
such proceedings are required? By the way, the inquiry re- 
cently made by the Metropolitan Board of Works into the 


|;question of the best description of pumping machinery for 


their low-level sewer, may prove to be of service to other 
towns in the distribution of their sewerage. Much of the dif- 


'|ficulty at present arises from the absence of a proper outfall, 


close at hand ; and perhaps this would be removed if an econo- 
mical method of pumping the sewerage to a distance were 
introduced. The class of Engine recommended to the Board 
of Works, by their Referees, seems to be well adapted for the 
peculiar conditions of the case submitted to them; but for 
higher lifts we think, in spite of the great authority of the 
Referees, that the direct-acting Cornish Engine would be the 
most economical. fut 

The Sanitary, state of London, and indeed of the country 
generally, is in a very unsatisfactory state just at present, and 
it really is to be feared that the Asiatic cholera may revisit us if 
a change in the atmospheric state should not soon take place. 
Our public authorities would do wisely to prepare at once for 
the pestilence which menaces us. 





THE BURSTING OF ANOTHER GAS BUBBLE. | 
Ir is upwards of two years since we noticed the inflation on the 
Paris Bourse of the monster bubble, the Compagnie Générale des | 
Compteurs a Gaz, with its nominal capital of £160,000, and 
we have now to record the customary fate which attends most | 
such projects—the bubble has burst, the shareholders have lost 
their money, the promoters have been found guilty of fraud, | 
and have been sentenced to punishment. 

The scheme was most comprehensive in its character, as it 
undertook to supply gas-meters to all parts of the world; the! 
manomitre régulateur of M. Dumon being alleged to possess, | 
such important advantage that its use must become universal, | 
and the profit derived from its manufacture and sale would, || 
therefore, be incalculable; perfect and unerring registration of |, 
the gas consumed was confidently assured, and all frauds ren- | 
dered impossible. In one sense, indeed, part of these promises | 
have been fulfilled, for the shareholders have been unable to|| 
count their profits; but the conviction of M. Dumon and of || 
the other promoters of the company is a lamentable proof || 
that the manometre régulateur was an instrument for the com-|, 
mission of fraud, rather than a means of security against it. | 
This inestimable meter, that was to become of world-wide use, 
was, like most other plans of similar origin, not only valueless, | 
but it was the mere revival of a scheme that had been tried in | 
this country, and rejected as worthless many years before. It | 
was an infringement of a patent granted to Messrs. Hulett and | 
Paddon in 1850, and the principle of the invention consisted in i} 
indicating externally the height of the water in the meter by | 
means of a stem working through a stuffing-box, and attached | 
to a float inside. In practice, however, the friction of the stem 
in the stuffing-box prevented the proper action of tke float, and | 
thus falsified the indications. M. Dumon consented to assign | 
his interest in the patent for this discarded English invention H 
to the company on consideration of receiving 6500 free shares, | 
representing a nominal value of £26,000 ; and, further, he and | 
the other gérant, M. Delassalle, were each to receive an annual | 
salary of 8000 frs. and 20 per cent. on the dividends to be | 
paid to the shareholders. But the best organized scheme will 
sometimes fail; and so it happened to the promoters of the} 
Compagnie Générale des Compteurs a Gaz. Notwithstanding | 
the puffs and misrepresentations which they contrived to, 
get inserted in the Paris journals, describing the great! 
prosperity of the concern, only 3160 shares were subscribed | 
of the proposed 40,000 frs., of which the share capital was, 
to consist. The dupes, after having parted with their money, | 
finding that no dividends were forthcoming and that their | 
shares were unsaleable, then wisely made inquiries respecting | 
the antecedents of Messrs. Delassalle and Dumon, and the mis- | 
representations they had published. The result of those in-| 
quiries was the institution of proceedings against them bothin the | 
Court of Correctional Police, and with them was included a M. 
Beaugrand, a share-broker, by whose agency the scheme had || 
been launched on the Paris Bourse, Delassalle and Beaugrand |; 
prudently kept away, leaving Dumon to bear the brunt of the); 
accusation. They were, however, all convicted, and the chief || 
facts of the case were thus strongly summed up against them || 
by the judge in pronouncing judgment :—That Dumon’s patent, | 
assuming it to have been for a real invention, was void by non- | 
payment of the second annual instalment ; that he had not! 
obtained the requisite authority to enable him to manufacture | 
and vend the meters ; that, nevertheless, Delassalle and Dumon, | 
being deprived ofall resources, and having been previously accused | 
of fraud, for which crime Dumon had suffered four months’ 
imprisonment, had, ‘‘ by means of a publicity as extensive as 
it was mendacious,” attempted to obtain a great number =| 
subscribers ; that, in a pompous prospectus and in articles in 
the journals, they had vaunted the excellence of the meters, | 
and stated that the demands for them were far more numerous | 
than could be supplied; that they had entered into an agree-| 
ment with Beaugrand to give him 2000 free shares and 4 per'| 
cent. on the subscriptions, in addition to other advantages, for | 
‘launching the affair on the Bourse;”. that Delassalle and 
Dumon had appropriated to themselves the money paid by the 
shareholders, besides having committed other offences which 
rendered them amenable to the law. The sentence,of the gourt 
on Dumon was three years’ imprisonment; on Delassalg);five 
years; and Beaugrand, the broker, was sentenced to.'be im- 
prisoned four years. The two former are also made liable to 
civil process for the recovery of the money paid by the share- } 
holders. 

It is in this posture of affairs that the curtain falls on the 
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drama of the Compagnie. Générale des Compteurs a Gaz, | true limits of their rights, they will be more likely to respect 
performed with so much éclat for a limited period on the | the rights of others. It must be observed that we talk of 


Paris Bourse. The dénouement, it must be admitted, isa natural | 
conclusion to the preceding scenes, and fully satisfies the sense 
of poetical justice. 





THE STRIKE IN THE BUILDING TRADES. 
Tue Strike of the Building Trades is likely to become a serious 
matter, for it appears that a regularly-organized combination 
exists amongst that class of operatives, and that their leaders 
have for a long time been engaged in preparing the funds 
required to support the men who may be thrown out of work 
in consequence of the present dispute. It has happened in this 
case, as usually happens, that a trifling, and rather a disreputable, 
personal squabble has been made the starting point of a move- 


but as both the workmen and the master builders have agreed 
to pass over this incident, and to join issue upon the great ques- 
tion of the limitation of the day's labour to nine hours (instead 
.of ten, as at present), whilst the wages per day are, according 
to the workmen, to remain the same, it would certainly be 


ment which may be fraught with grave public inconvenience ; | 
| 


better to imitate their conduct, and to address ourselves exclu- 
sively to the propriety of the movement for a virtual increase | 
in the rate of wages. This is, of course, the meaning of the | 


movement, if it mean anything more than the plunder of the | 


contributors to the association-fund by a set of designing | 
adventurers ; and, unless the workmen are able to show that 
there is a justification for their demand, they may be sure that 
they will find public opinion arrayed against them. 

Now, there certainly is not at present in existence an amount 
of commercial prosperity, or of speculative activity, in the south- 
east of England to warrant the belief in such a scarcity of labour 
as would raise its value by about 11 per cent. There is little | 
doing in the Building Trades beyond the works which are 
absolutely necessary for the maintenance, or for the normal | 
development, of operations commenced at previous periods ; 
and it may even be said that the bulk of these works could be | 
allowed to stand over without inconvenience to some future 
period. An attempt on the part of the workmen to raise the 
price of building under these circumstances is, we hold, suicidal, 
for it will simply result in the destruction of any tendency to 
revive the enterprise which alone can create a fresh demand for 
labour. But the very statement put forth by the representative 
of the workmen proves that the latter are either not able, or 
not willing, to discuss calmly this part of their own case, 
whilst evidently they believe that their organization is so strong 
as to enable them to dictate what laws they please to their 
employers. In this singular document (and this document, 
by the way, is written in a style which ought to make our | 
Vice-Presidents of the Council of Education blush for their 
own shortcomings), Mr. Potter states, as the principal argu- | 
ment in favour of the claim for the limitation to nine hours’ 
work, that machinery already enters to some extent into 
eompetition with manual labour; or, in other words, he says | 
that, because a new and powerful competitor has come into the 
field, therefore the price of hand labour ought to be increased. 
If such nonsense as this pass current with English workmen, 
the boasted march of intellect has, we fear, made little pro-— 
gress. We will not, however, insult their understandings so 
much as to suppose that Mr. Potter’s letter could have been 
regarded by them as a justification of their demand, and we 
prefer considering it as a mere expression of the extent of the 
increase they think they can force their employers to give to 
the present rate of wages. As we said before, we believe that 
the workmen have singularly mistaken the period for making 
such a demand as they have done. 

One evil seems likely to assume a permanent existence under _ 
the present relations of master and workmen which will re- 
quire the serious attention of our statesmen. The men evi- 
dently have combined for their own purposes, and it is no- 
torious that their combination is so strong as to have materially | 
altered the relative positions of masters and men, as they | 
formerly existed. The masters have been driven in self- 


education, not of instruction, and we fear that the distinction 
between these two things has been fatally neglected of late by 
the advocates of competitive examination and school certifi- 
cates. Such letters as the one signed by Mr. Potter at least 
prove that the leaders of the building operatives of London 
are not deficient in instruction; but the singular absence of 


logic, and the utter absence of reference to the rights of others, 
to be observed in this document seem to prove that the prin- 


ciples of true education have made but little progress amongst 
the more active members of that very intelligent class. The 
struggle between a body of men, so armed for mischief, and 


their employers—who do not seem (if we may judge from 


their published circulars) to have much truer notions of their 
rights and duties than the workmen themselves—will, it is to 
be feared, be a long and a bitter one. Ultimately the work- 
men must be beaten, for the masters are fewer in number, and 
therefore more easily united, than the 60,000 men employed 
in the Building Trades of the Metropolis; and they have the 
enormous advantage of capital, and, on this particular occasion, 
of public opinion on their side. The danger is that the masters 
may abuse the advantages they may gain, and thus perpetuate 
the ill-feeling which must be engendered by this ill-advised 
movement. 

It is worthy of more than a passing remark that the illus- 


| trations given by Mr. Potter of the interference of machinery 


with hand Jabour are all taken from the Joiners’ trade, although 
machinery is being gradually introduced in many other build- 
ing operations. May not the public infer from this that the 


_ joiners are at the head of the present movement; and that 
' the other trades are set in motion mainly for the purposes of 


' use of machinery. 


this particular one? However this may be, the public in 
general must infer from the authoritative statement of the 
associated body that, firstly, an organization exists for the pur- 
pose of regulating the price of labour, without reference to 
the circumstances of the labour market; secondly, that the 


' workmen regard with jealousy the introduction of machinery 


for economizing labour ; and, thirdly, that if the present move- 


| ment for the reduction of labour to nine hours should suceeed, 


there is more than a probability that a further reduction will 
be asked for, and that an attempt will be made to prevent the 
The practical effect of granting the in- 
crease of wages, which would be the consequence of reducing 


| the hours of labour as now demanded, would be to make the 
| public pay about half a million per annum additional upon 
' the building operations carried on in the Metropolis. Seriously 
| we ask the workmen themselves, whether they have reflected 


upon the inevitable results of such an additional tax on 
enterprise ? 

Most earnestly, then, do we urge the Building Operatives of 
London to retrace their steps whilst it is yet time. As a 
body, they have very little reason for complaint, Their wages, 
even now, are good and the hours of labour far from un- 
reasonable; whilst the existing customs of trade with respect 
to the payment of overtime will effectually check any tendency 
to abuse in that respect. But, even if the men were justified 
in their demands, the present time is not the one in which 


| they would be likely to succeed. The movement of the work- 


_ men will therefore simply disorganize business for a time, and 


_ peaceful, of the workmen. 


entail very heavy losses, which will, as usual, fall with the 
greatest weight upon the more honourable, and the more 
We have reason to believe that 
the best men do not approve of the present strike, and that 
it is principally to be attributed to the intrigues of a set of 


_ demagogues, who prefer the easy life of paid Committee men, 


&c., to hard labour. This is very sad; but if the *‘ good men 
and true” allow these intriguers to speak and act for them, 
they must abide by the consequences of their own folly. An 


‘energetic effort on the part of the well-disposed workmen 


would soon reduce these mischief-makers to their proper level ; 
and then a very small amount of conciliation on the part of 
the masters would soon settle the questions actually in dispute. 


defence‘to combine in their turn to resist the dictation of those | In fact, there is no justification of the present miovement ; and 
whoni‘they employ, and thus a species of class warfare of the | the Building Operatives may depend on it that they will be 


very worst description seems likely to arise. 


It is hard to | the greatest sufferers for this wanton abuse of the power they 


devise a‘remedy to this evil other than the development of the | have entrusted to the directors of their associated body. 


true education of the more numerous and the less favoured 
class ; for when workmen know the true laws of political eco- 





| THE CITY OF LONDON GAS COMPANY’S BILL. 


nomy, they will not be likely to attempt to interfere violently | Srvcz the publication of our last number, the Bill for the 
with the market price of labour; and when they know the various purposes required by the City of London Gas Com- 


























418 


THE JOURNAL OF GAS LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, & SANITARY IMPROVEMENT. 


[Aug. 2, 1859. 





pany has passed the two Houses of Parliament, and within 
the last few hours it has received the Royal Assent. The contest 
which arose on the subject of this Bill has been of a very pe- 
culiar nature, and from time to time during its progress we 
have called attention to some of its incidents. Now that the 
contest is decided, it may be as well to return a little to the 
subject ; if it were only to record our opinion with respect to 
the manner in which the parties opposed to the City Gas 
Company conducted their case before the Select Committee of 
the House of Commons. 

As to the abstract question of the advisability of removing 
the manufacturing establishmentof the City of London Gas Com- 
pany, there are notoriously opinions so divergent that it would be 
quite out of place for us to discuss them editorially. Certainly, 
|if these works had to be constructed at the present day for the 
first time, they would not be allowed to be constructed in their 
‘actual position ; and the local circumstances under which they 
|exist are such that very great and extraordinary (we might 
|add very expensive) precautions must be taken in the process 
of manufacture, in order to avoid complaints on the part of the 
ineighbours. Yet the position of the works offers some advan- 
| tages in distributing the gas, and in the disposal of the residual 
‘products of the manufacture, which may justify the Directors of 
| the Company in resisting an attempt to displace their establish- 
|| ment when once formed. The removal of the City Gas- 
|| Works to another situation is, then, a question of policy upon 
| which opinions evidently differ, but which might fairly be left 
|'to the judgment of the parties most directly interested. 

The opposition to the Bill has, however, been hitherto 
|justified by the assertion that the continuance of these works 
jin the heart of the town is prejudicial to the public health ; 
jand it was upon this principle that the parties who continue 
[to guide the City Commissioners of Sewers appeared as the 
|active agents of the opposition. With them the other issues 











| raised in the*course of the Parliamentary struggle were but 
|| Secondary ; and both in public meetings, and in published 
documents, every effort was made to raise a prejudice against 
ithe City Company on the score of its being a serious public 
nuisance. It is, therefore, very remarkable that when the 
| respective parties to the Bill appeared before the Select Com- 
| mittee of the House of Commons, the whole of the bar 
||engaged to support the opposition withdrew, immediately 
jthey were prevented from entering upon the financial con- 
'dition of the Company. In fact, they were debarred by the 
|| decision of the Committee from raising a different issue from the 
|, ones stated in their petition ; and they then withdrew from the 
|inquiry into the sanitary bearings of the measure about which 
ithey had previously talked so loudly. To say that, under 
these circumstances, the inquiry into this part of the case be- 
fore the Committee proved without contradiction that gas-works 
‘could be conducted in the very heart of a large town without 
‘giving rise to a public nuisance, would of course be absurd. 
|The company had the matter all its own way, and its 
iscientific witnesses were not subjected to any cross-examina- 
‘tion. Their statements and opinions can, then, only be 
||considered to be er parte; but it certainly stands upon record 
| that such men as Messrs. Brande, A. Taylor, Hofmann, Odling, 
||Borlase Childs, and Keats, have distinctly asserted that no 
|nuisance is created at the City Gas-Works; and that, so far 
| are they from having increased the unhealthiness of this part 
‘ae the metropolis, they have actually changed its sanitary 
|| condition for the better by reason of the improved ventilation 
| they have effected, and the demolition of the unwholesome 
|; tenements which formerly abounded in this part of London. 
|| It really does seem to us that these are the facts of the case ; 
|| and we cannot refrain from saying that the counsel for the 
|'opposition to the Bill admitted their own conviction of the 
weakness of their position, by abstaining from any attempt to 
shake the evidence brought forward by the Company in reply 
to the reckless allegations made with respect to the un- 
|healthiness of the manufacture of gas in the neighbourhood of 
the Temple. 


The decision of both Houses of the Legislature must now 
, be taken to be, that so long as Gas-works are conducted upon 
| the best-known scientific principles, they may not be desirable 
|neighbours, but that they certainly are not public nuisances. 
It must always be a question whether the precautions required 
to be observed in conducting such a manufacture in such posi- 
tions be, or be not, so costly as to justify an outlay of capital 
\for the purpose of removing the works to other situations 
|| where those costly precautions might be dispensed with. This 




















is purely an economical question, and it must depend greatly 
on local considerations ; but the principle established by the 
success of the City Gas Company’s Bill is, substantially, that’ 
there is no reason for prohibiting, absolutely, the continuance | 
of an old-established Gas-work in the very heart of a large 
town. 

We sincerely congratulate the City of London Gas Company | 
on its success in the late arduous struggle. The care and skill 
with which their works are managed, indeed, materially served 
their cause; for, as several of the scientific witnesses very | 
truly observed, it would be impossible to cite a more admirably- 
managed establishment than the one in Dorset Street. The | 
Company may, however, be sure that, though their enemies 
have been defeated in this instance, they will not cease their | 
attacks; and it will require constant vigilance on the part of | 
the officers of the Company to avoid giving a cause of offence 
which may serve as a pretext for a renewal of the attacks upon | 
their employers. 


THE LATE MR. ALEXANDER WRIGHT. 
TueRE are events which arrest the attention and cause the | 
most thoughtless as well as the most thinking to reflect on| 
the instability of everything mortal, and to remind them that | 
they are but sojourners on earth. Such a one is that which} 
has cut off the subject of this notice at the premature age of 
forty-three, in the prime of life, in robust health, and in the 
flood-tide of that prosperity which his unwearied industry, his 
conciliating manners, his vigorous intellect, his unimpeached 
integrity, and his enlarged views had justly won for him. His 
loss leaves a blank ina large circle, the extent of which can only 
be appreciated by those who knew him as well, and respected 
him as sincerely, as the writer of these lines; and it is no dis- 
grace to his brethren who survive him to say that the blank is 
one which will not easily be filled up. Alexander Wright was 
indeed an honour to his country and his profession. A self- 
taught genius, he combined acuteness of perception with quick- || 
ness of apprehension ; a singular felicity in expressing his views, |, 
with the most varied knowledge on scientific subjects; and || 
modesty of demeanour with a frankness and candour which | 
impressed those around him with confidence in his judgment. i] 
His contributions to the perfecting of the gas-meter were) 
many and important, and his paper on ‘The History of the | 
Gas-Meter,” which appeared anonymously in our columns some | 
years since, proves how thoroughly he understood that subject. 
His self-registering pressure indicator is to be found in every || 
well-regulated gas-work throughout the land, and his photo- || 
meters in experienced hands have relieved photometry from the 
doubts which empiricism threw over its early practice. As a) 
member of the Metropolitan Board of Works, he entered upon || 
another sphere of usefulness, in which the soundness of his’) 
views on the subject of metropolitan improvements soon placed | 
him in the front rank amongst the members of that body. || 
The main drainage scheme was carried through the opposition | 
it encountered principally by his indomitable perseverance, | 
and he looked forward to the embankment of the Thames as || 
the next great work of the board. | 

Towards the latter end of June Mr. Wright sought relaxa- || 
tion from his labours by a journey in the north of Europe. || 
He returned from Hamburg on the 17th ult., and on the! 
following day was seized with an attack of Asiatic cholera in| 
its most malignant form, to which he finally succumbed on the 
23rd. He was interred near two of his children in the); 
Norwood cemetery on the 27th, amidst the mournful regrets | 
of the numerous friends who had assembled round his grave 
to pay the last honours to departed worth; and if anything 
can soothe the sorrow of his family on so trying an occasion, 
the universal expression of affection for his memory which 
their bereavement has called forth, is not without value. Take}, 
him for all in all, we shall not soon look on his like again. 
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@ivcular to Gas Compantes. | 


Tue labouring classes employed in the building trades, and in 
the manufacture of gas, appear to be at present in a very 
alarming state of excitement; and on all hands we hear of 
strikes, or of combinations, which must inspire anxiety in the 
minds of every true well-wisher of the classes thus alluded to. 
Within the last fortnight the men employed by the Chartered 
Gas Company have successfully combined against their em- 
ployers; and the men in the employ of the Imperial Company, 
stimulated by the success of their fellow-craftsmen, have at- 
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tempted to follow their example. It appears that the managers 
of the Imperial Company were, however, prepared for the 


vices entirely. 

So far as the labourers in the different Gas Factories are 
concerned, we are disposed to think that, although they have 
been very seriously in the wrong in the manner of their pro- 





‘public opinion, nevertheless the nature of the labour these 
‘men have to perform is such that they might fairly ask for 
the increased wages which might be warranted by the exist- 
ing state of the labour-market. 
a Gas Factory are, indeed, almost skilled artizans; at any 
irate, their work is of a fatiguing and exhausting nature; and 
under these circumstances we should at once be prepared to 
assert that, if ordinary bricklayers’ labourers obtain 4d. per hour, 
‘the workmen in Retort-houses are entitled to ask for 5d. per 
‘hour. The men of the Imperial Company, however, made 
\the blunder of overlooking the fact that the whole question 
,was one of demand and supply; and instead of limiting their 
requisitions to the simple wages part of the matter, they fool- 
\ishly endeavoured to complicate it by endeavouring at the same 
‘time to reduce the hours of labour; but the greatest blunder 
|of all consisted in the attempt to carry their object by a com- 
bined movement, and to some extent by intimidation. The 
‘consequence has naturally been that as other labourers have 
| been found able and willing to supply the places of the gas 
|stokers now on strike, a large increase of fresh labour has 
‘been thrown into the market; and this ill-judged, ill-timed 
‘movement has simply resulted in an increased competition 
within the already somewhat over-supplied trade—if trade it 
‘can be called. It is earnestly to be hoped that the lesson thus 
‘read to the stokers of the Imperial Company will not be lost 
on their fellow-workmen, or on their employers. We said 
‘some time since, and we now repeat it, that some of the 
London Gas Companies do not behave to their men with all 
the kindness or consideration which they might display, and 
this too without any pecuniary sacrifice to themselves; but 
neither the Chartered nor the Imperial Companies are liable to 
this censure. They, however, who are liable to it will do 
well to reflect that if they have rights, they also have duties; 
and one of their duties in the present excited state of public 
opinion is at least to endeavour to remove any real cause of 
complaint on the part of their own operatives. 


Lord Redesdale’s ‘‘ Sale of Gas Bill” was read a third time 
in the House of Lords on the 26th ulto., and a first time in the 
House of Commons on the 28th. Some important amend- 
ments were made in its progress through the last stage in the 
House of Lords, and we believe the bill, as introduced into the 
Commons, meets with the general approbation of the principal 
metropolitan and provincial gas companies, and that it will 
meet with no opposition in its future stages. 
Clause VIII. has been amended by including any “ repairer 
of meters” amongst the persons ineligible to fill the office of 
inspector under the Act. This amendment was rendered ne- 
cessary in consequence of its having been ascertained that the 
meter inspectors appointed under some local Acts had entered 
into contracts for the repairs of meters which they had subse- 
quently to test and stamp—a system which, if permitted, might 
interfere with the efficient discharge of the inspector’s duties. 
The provisions for securing persons totally unconnected with 
the trade will, it is to be hoped, prevent the repetition in this 
country of the scandal recently exhibited in New York, where 
the State Meter Inspector, in a public document issued shortly 
after his entry upon the duties of his office, announced that 
nearly all the new meters proved by him are rotary or slide 
valve dry meters, and that “the Patent Eccentric Valve will 
eventually supersede all other kinds.’’ That may be Mr. George 
H. Kitchen’s private opinion, but, we apprehend, it is no 
part of the duties assigned to him by the State of New York 
to parade his private opinion upon the relative merits of the 
instruments submitted to his examination. 

In Clause XII. the tolerated low-water deviation from truth 


objection urged against the small range of 4 per cent. pro- 
posed betweeen high and low water-levels. This now stands 
at 5 per cent.—viz., 2 per cent. against the consumer, and 
3 per cent. against the supplier of the gas. An important 
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event, and they had at their command such a supply of labour | 
that, when the workmen of the Company waited on them with | 
their demands, they were enabled to dispense with their ser- | 


ceedings, and have thus given the very able managers of the | 


i n i al to | 
Imperial Company an otve kage over them in the appe | volution or complete action of the meter of not less than five cubic feet, and 


The stokers and firemen of | 


rider has also been added to this clause, by which meters for 
100 lights and upwards are excluded from the operation of the | 
Act so far as it relates to testing them at the low water-level ; 
the consumer is still guaranteed against any overcharge be- 
yond the tolerated excess of 2 per cent., and the supplier of 
the gas has in his own hands the means of protecting himself, 
as in a subsequent clause it is provided that “ any person duly 
authorized by any company or persons selling gas by meter 
may supply water to any meter, so as to keep the water at the 
correct level.”” The rider is to the following effect :— 
Provided always, that every meter having a measuring capacity at one ree 


having permanently marked upon it in some conspicuous place the words 
** without float,” shall be stamped by the inspectors, if found correct, within 
the meaning of this Act, in all other respects except that it is capable of 
being made by abstraction of water to register incorrectly against the seller 
of gas; but it shall not be lawful after the time aforesaid to use in the sale 
of gas any such meter, when so stamped by the inspector, except by written 
agreement between the buyer and seller, specifying that this description of 
meter shall be used. 


By an amendment in Clause XIX. the Act is to apply only 
to meters fixed for use in any part of Great Britain or Ireland, 
“for the purpose of ascertaining the quantity of gas sold.” 
Station-meters, experiment-meters, and meters made for ex- 
portation are therefore excluded from its operation, and the 
period from which the stamping of new meters is rendered 
compulsory has been extended from six to twelve months from 
the passing of the Act. 

Two new clauses have been added, by one of which all 
meters already tested and sealed by the Inspector of the Mayor 
and Corporation of Liverpool are considered to have been 
stamped under the provisions of the proposed Act, and by the 
other, all the powers already granted for the appointment of in- 
spectors of meters are to cease after the expiration of nine 
months from the passing of the Act, and all such powers are 
then to be superseded by the provisions of the new Act. The 
special exemption made in favour of Liverpool was granted 
upon evidence having been given that the meters already tested 
and stamped by the local inspector complied with the provisions 
for testing laid down in Clause XIV. of the bill, and that 
the re-testing and stamping would be an act of injustice to the 
gas company who had already paid the fees upon upwards of 
16,000 meters. 

We confess we should have been better satisfied had less 
been left to the discretion of the manufacturers of meters in 
fixing their ‘‘ intended” measuring capacity; but, seeing the 
importance of a Bill of some description being passed forth- 
with, we are not disposed to urge our objections to the present 
one any further, but accept it as a first instalment towards the 
settlement of a question which has long been a fruitful source 
of litigation and ill-blood from the want of some guarantee for 
the accuracy of the measuring instrument by which an article 
of the value of many millions is annually sold in these kingdoms. 

The Metropolis Gas Regulation Bill has experienced the 
fate we predicted in our last, as its further progress this 
session has been stopped by the refusal of the Standing Orders 
Committee of the House of Commons to suspend them in its 
favour. The delegates have still some funds in hand, and it 
would therefore be premature to conclude that the measure 
will not be re-introduced next session. It is pitiable to see 
the ratepayers’ money fritted away in such visionary proceed- 
ings; but till they take the matter in hand, and draw tight 
the purse-strings, the metropolitan gas companies must continue 
on the alert. 


Register of New Patents. 


77.—Joun Wuuts, of Finchley, Middlesex, surgeon, for ‘* Improvements 
in cleansing or purifying air and in increasing or reducing the temperature 
thereof, and in the application of air so treated to sanitary and other 
uses.’ Patent dated Jan, 10, 1859. 
The object of these improvements is particularly to act upon air in rooms 
or other places, or in its passage to or from such rooms or other places, to 
purify the same, and when needful to cool or warm it, For this purpose 
the air to be operated upon is caused to pass through a channel or chan- 
nels into which, and in contact with such air, water is caused to flow in 
streams or jets, or the air to be treated is forced into water in suitable 
vessels, By impregnating the water thus used with suitable purifying 
agents adapted to absorb or neutralize impurities combined with the air, 





| the purification thereof will be effected; whilst by heating or cooling the 


has been increased from 2 to 3 per cent., in order to meet the | 


fluid thus used, the temperature of the air may be increased or reduced to 
the extent desired. 

Apparatus which has been found to answer well the purpose of giving 
motion to the air to be operated upon, consists of a vessel the two oppo- 
site sides of which are connected together by means of prepared leather, 
or other suitable flexible material to admit of one or both of those oppo- 
site sides being moved to and fro in the manner of bellows; and by suitable 
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flexible or moveable channels the air is caused to pass to or from such 
chambers or bellows, and is directed as required. ‘ 

The claim is the action upon air for the purpose of cleansing and puri- 
fying the same, as also to increase or reduce the temperature thereof by 
means of water or water impregnated with other matters, and the applica- 
tion thereof to sanitary and other uses. 


140.—Samuet Tuomas Cooper, of Upper Clapton, in the co. of Mid- 
dlesex, gentleman, for “* Improvements in the use and application of arti- 

Jicial light.’ Provisional protection only obtained. Dated Jan. 17, 

1859. 

This invention consists in the use and application of coal gas, or any other 
kind of illuminating gas, by igniting it in a way which has not hitherto 
been practised, and is specially applicable to signals for railways, light- 
houses, and ships atsea. The essential condition of the invention is to 
place a burner supplying a small jet of gas in such a position, under or 
near to other burners, that the jet from the former being ignited, its flame 
shall ignite the gas from the latter when turned on. The means proposed 
for effecting this object are, to lay down two pipes for the conveyance of 
the gas to be used—one of a smaller diameter to supply the gas to the 
burner with the single jet, the other of a diameter sufficiently large to 
supply the gas to the burners which are to be used for illuminating pur- 
poses; or the small pipe may be a branch from the larger one. 

In the practical application of this invention, when in use, the gas 
in the smaller pipe will be constantly turned on, and a small jet from 
its single burner will be kept constantly lighted. The supply of gas 
in the other pipe will be regulated, and may be turned on or off by means 
of a cock or valve at some given distance from the burner or burners which 
such pipe is intended to supply with gas. By this arrangement, the jet of 
gas from the small burner being constantly ignited, and its flame being 
projected upon and in contact with the gas from the larger pipe 
as it issues from one or more of its burners when turned on, the 
moment the gas issues from the larger pipe, the jet or jets of gas from it 
come in contact with the flame of the small burning jet, and will 
be ignited and communicate their flame to the jets from other burners 
supplied with gas from the larger pipe, if these are so placed in contact 
with each other as to be calculated to produce that result. Thus, by 
simply turning on the gas to the burners of the larger pipe, a column, a 
pyramid, or a disc of gas flames of any required dimensions may be 


large pipe is turned on, and the same may be wholly extinguished by 
turning off the gas in the large pipe; and the operations of alternately 
lighting up or extinguishing these flames may be repeated at will by 
simply opening or closing the valve which regulates the supply of gas to 
the larger pipe. 

This mode of lighting up jets may be applied to any kind of gas- 
burners fur any illuminating purpose, such as street lamps, the gas lights 
of factories, theatres, and public or private buildings, and shops, in all of 
which cases a great number of gas jets may be ignited or extinguished 
simultaneously by turning the gas on or off. 

The same effect may be produced by at one time turning the gas fully 
on, and at another, without turning it off, reducing it to a small light con- 
cealed or not visible at a distance. This object may be attained by using 
only one pipe to convey the gas, and by fitting to the pipe a regulating- 
valve, which is to beso constructed that when fully open the gas will be 
applied to the burners to the full extent of the jets intended to be lighted 
up, but which at the same time is to be furnished with a stop which shal! 
reduce the supply of gas to a minimum quantity, just sufficient to keep a 
small flame burning ready to light up the jet or jets when fully turned on. 


177.—Wi.u1am Epwarp Newton, of 66, Chancery Lane, London, for 

“* Improved apparatus for measuring water and other liquids.’ com- 

munication from Mr. Alfred Nobel, engineer, of Paris. Patent dated 

Jan. 20, 1859. 

This invention relates to an improved arrangement of apparatus for mea- 
suring the quantity of water or other liquid which passes through a pipe. 
For this purpose, the pipe through which the water or other liquid is 
made to pass is provided, at any suitable part of its length, with a socket 
for the reception of an upright tube of glass or other transparent material, 
open at bottom. Into this vertical glass tube, which is furnished with a 
graduated scale, is inserted a rod of alabaster, aluminous plaster, or other 
substance, which is but slowly dissolved by water. This soluble rod rests 
at its lower extremity in the water-pipe, and is therefore exposed to the 
action of the water which flows through it. As, therefore, the lower end 
of the rod of soluble material is dissolved away by the water, it will gra- 
dually descend and indicate upon the graduated scale above the quantity 
of water which has acted upon it, and which has consequently passed 
through the pipe. This will, of course, vary according to the nature of 
the soluble substance employed and the peculiar character or quality of 
the water, and must be determined by experience. 

A similar arrangement of apparatus is applicable for measuring alcohol, 
ether, or other liquids, for which purpose the soluble rod must, of course, 
be composed of some material that will be acted upon in a suitable manner 
by the liquid to be measured. 

The claim is for the employment of a rod of soluble material, which is 
acted upon by the liquid to be measured, as described. Also, the arrange- 
ment of apparatus, or any mere modification thereof, for measuring water 
or other liquids, ni 


189.—Rrcnarp Howe t, of Smethwick, gas-fitter, and Rycnarp James 
Wiper, of Birmingham, hatter, for “‘ dn improvement or improvements 
in taps or stop-cocks.” Patent dated Jan. 21, 1859, 
This invention consists in the use of a packing or lining inserted and 
fixed in slots or depressions in the barrel of the tap or stop-cock against 
which the plug works, and the cock or tap is made thereby water, gas, or 
steam-tight. The packing or lining may be confined to the slots, or be 
made to extend from slot to slot, so as to completely cover the inner sur- 
face of the barrel of the stop-cock or tap; or the packing, when made of 
metal, may be inserted and fixed in slots in the plug instead of the barrel. 
The packing consists either of a mixture of tow and grease, which is 
forced down tightly in the slots, or a metallic packing of the alloy called 
gun-metal or of lead; or brass or other suitable metal may be employed. 





instantaneously produced and kept burning as long as the gas from the | 





The claim is for the use of a metallic or non-metallic packing or lining, 
inserted and fixed in slots or depressions made in the barrels of taps or 
stop-cocks, for the purpose of preventing leakage. Also, for the method 
of fixing a continuous packing or lining in the barrels of taps or stop- cocks 
by the use of slots or depressions made in the said barrels. 


203.—Epwarp Dorsert, of 76, Old Broad Street, London, tar distiller, 
and Joun Bennineton BiytHe, of Minerva Place, New Cross, Kent, 
merchant, for “‘ Improvements in the distillation % oil from coal tar, and 
in apparatus for preserving timber therewith.” Patent dated Jan, 22, 
1859. ' 


These improvements consist in the employment of rétorts, ovens, or stills, 
heated as nearly as possible to the temperature of the pitch conveyed to 
them, which retorts, ovens, or stills are set in brick-work, or are fixed in 
other suitable manner, and connected with the still or other vessel used 
for the distillation of tar. To this still is attached pipes or tubes in such 
a manner that the residue from any distillation may be discharged in its 
liquid state into the said ovens, retorts, or stills, either after the termina- 
tion of the process, or at intervals during the continuance thereof, whereby 
coke may be formed in the ovens or retorts in layers, at the discretion of 
the workman. The tar distiller being thus enabled to discharge the liquid 

itchy matter from the still or boiler into other stills, retorts, or ovens, 
tars A as before described, instead of discharging it on the ground in the 
open air, as heretofore adopted, the distillation can thus be continued 
without loss of heat, smoke, or expense of removing the pitch after cooling 
on the ground. ; 

By this arrangement the process of distillation of the bituminous 
residue from the treatment of gas tar in the stills or boilers commonly 
employed can be carried on by the discharge of portions of the contents 
of the stills or boilers to which the retorts are attached at intervals, either 
during or immediately after the distillation, into the retorts or ovens, and 
by a series of discharges allowing each portion discharged into the retort 
or oven to throw off its volatile products before allowing other matter to 
run from the still or boiler; anda coke of any desired thickness, according 
to the capacity of the retort or oven employed, may be formed therein, 
thus greatly increasing the quantity of oil produced by each, oven or 
retort. 

The claim is for the distillation of gas tar by a continuous process from 
the ordinary distilling vessel or vessels into other retorts, ovens, or stills, 
instead of discharging it on the ground and then re-heating it, as hitherto 
adopted, by which a more immediate and plentiful supply of oil is ob- 
tained by carbonization, and a saving of capital, time, and labour is 
effected, while the dangerous practice of discharging the pitch in the open 
air is dispensed with. 
230.—Henry BrecknELt, of the city of Bristol, brassfounder, and Jonn 

Dyer, of the same place, gentleman, for “‘ Improvements in cocks or 

valves.’ Patent dated Jan. 25, 1859. 

This invention relates to a peculiar construction of cocks and valves, 
whereby simplicity and great efficiency are combined, whilst great facility 
is afforded for repairs. According to this invention the passage of the 
cock or valve is closed by a vulcanized india-rubber washer or disc, having 
an annular lip or projection moulded thereon, which lip or projection 
forms the actual contact surface of the washer when the cock or valve is 
closed. The india-rubber washer or disc is bevilled at its circumference, 
to fit into a corresponding dove-tailed recess formed in the under-face of 
a metal disc or holder, and is further retained therein by a central screw. 
This disc or holder is attached so as to turn freely on one end of a screw 
spindle passing through the stuffing-box in the screwed cap of the body 
or valve-chamber of thé cock; or, in the place of an ordinary stuffing- 
box, a ring of vulcanized india-rubber may be introduced inside the 
chamber of the cock or valve above the disc or holder and surrounding 
the screw spindle, which ring bears against the under-side of the cover, 


This ring of india-rubber serves also as a protector to the thread of the 
screw spindle, which is thus preserved from the deteriorating action of 
the steam or fluid passing the cock or valve. 

In the case of steam valves the ordinary stuffing-box is used in combi- 
nation with this ring. 

The entrance to the body of the cock or valve is at the centre of the 
base of the valve-chamber, which part is composed of or coated with 
block tin, to prevent the rubber from adhering to the metal surface. The 
exit or discharge is from the side of the body or valve-chamber, but the 
position of the exit and entrance orifices may obviously be reversed. The 
cock or valve is opened or closed by simply turning the spindle, which 
has the effect of raising the washer from or depressing it down upon the 
valve-seat in the base of the valve-chamber, thereby uncovering or 
covering the inlet orifice. é 

Cocks or valves constructed on this principle are applicable in all cases 
where such appliances are used, whether for steam, air, or liquids; and 
they are specially adapted to withstand great pressures. : 

t is obvious that in place of using a vulcanized india-rubber valve in 
conjunction with a tin or tinned seat, the seat itself may be composed of 
india-rubber, as described in reference to the valve; and the valve com- 
posed of tin, or a disc of tinned metal, or both the seat and valve, may be 
composed of vulcanized india-rubber. 

The claims are for— 

1, The general construction and arrangement of cocks or valves, as 
described. ; 

2. The application and use to and in cocks and valves.of an india- 
rubber washer, having an annular projecting lip or rim formed . 

3. The combination of a valve-seat or valve composed of or coated with 
block tin, with a valve or valve-seat of vulcanized india-rubber, for the 
purpose of preventing the adhesion of the rubber with the metal. 

4. The application and use of the india-rubber ring in the manner and 
for the purpose described. 
232.—Bensamin Joszru Speppine, of 9, Cross Street, Birkenhead, for 

“< Improvements in apparatus for generating and regulating gas, and for 

impregnating the same with volatile hydro-carbon fluids.” Provisional 

protection only obtained. Dated Jan. 25, 1859. ; , 
These improvements relate to an apparatus for generating gas for illu- 
minating and other purposes, and for regulating and for impregnating the 











ED 



































Aug. 2, 1859.] 


THE JOURNAL OF GAS LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, & SANITARY IMPROVEMENT. 421 








same with the vapour of any volatile hydro-carbon fluids, and is appli- 
cable to gas made from rosin, oil, or other substances, and consists of a 
peculiarly shaped retort, with a syphon or pipe passing through its lid or 
cover, through which the oil or other matter is conveyed into the interior 
of the said retort. The cover or part of the cover of the retort in which 
the syphon is fixed is made to revolve horizontally, the edges of the cover 
or part thereof resting in a groove, trough, or channel filled with molten 
lead; and for some purposes the syphon itself is made to revolve in the 
same manner, in which case that part of the syphon which is in the in- 
terior of the retort is bent out of the perpendicular, so as to bring its 
lowest end over different parts of the bottom of the retort as the syphon 
is made to revolve, which is also the object to be obtained by the revolving 
cover or part thereof before mentioned. The bottom of the retort is 
formed to slope downwards from the side to the centre, either like the in- 
terior of an egg or like an inverted cone, or from the centre to the side, 
with a flue or chimney passing upwards directly through its centre, by 
either of which arrangements the deposit of pitchy or other matter on the 
inside surface of the retort is prevented. The gas generated by the de- 
composition of the oil or other matter in the retort is made to pass up 
perpendicular pipe, thence into a suitable condenser, and thence into a 
gasholder, which gasholder is made flat at each end; or otherwise in the 
shape of a quarter of a circular drum, which is made to revolve or oscillate 
on a spindle or shaft into a suitable trough or well filled with water, and 
from which holder the gas is made to pass into a drum through a valve 
which is worked by a disc, the pressure of the gas upon the said disc 
closing the valve partly or entirely, as may be required, by which means 
the pressure of the gas is regulated. The disc is attached to the drum b 
a flexible diaphragm made of silk, coated on one or both sides wit 
india-rubber and sulphur; and, when necessary, a diaphragm of thin 
gutta-percha is added, or water is made to flow round the outside of the 
said diaphragm, to prevent any smell arising from the same when im- 
pregnated with gas. 

The gas thus regulated as to pressure is made to pass into a close vessel 
of any convenient shape, partly filled with naphtha, benzol, or other 
hydro-carbon fluid, the said vessel being divided in the interior by a 
worm or eccentric partition, which makes the gas to pass in a narrow 
channel for a considerable distance over the surface of the fluid, by which 
it becomes impregnated with the vapour of the same, and its illuminating 
power thus increased. It is then allowed to pass directly to the burner. 

The claims are for— 

1, The moveable syphon, or the principle of bringing the oily matter in 
contact with different parts of the interior of the retort. 

2. The lid or cover or part thereof moveable in a groove or channel 
filled with molten lead. . 

3. The form of retort by which the chimney passes through its centre, 
with an oval or conical bottom. ; 

4, The application of a regulator and apparatus for further impregnating 
the gas with the vapour of hydro-carbon fluids, in which the gas passes 
through the regulator before coming in contact with the said fluid, thus 
preventing any condensation of the said vapour upon the inside of the 
diaphragm of the regulator, and also making the pressure of the gas upon 
the fluid less than it would be did it pass directly from the holder into the 
—— containing the fluid, and thus allowing the fluid to evaporate more 
quickly. 

5. The mode of making the diaphragm, as before described, together 
with the general arrangements of parts, as above set forth. 


PROVISIONAL PROTECTION 
HAS BEEN GRANTED FOR THE UNDERMENTIONED INVENTIONS. 
1510.—A.eExis Jean Dessates, of 13, Rue des Enfants Rouges, Paris, for 
‘(An improvement in the working and securing of sliding tubes, applicable 
to gas chandeliers, lamps, axd other purposes.”” June 23, 1859. 
1626.—Exisan Livermore, of New York, U.S.A, for “* Improvements in 
the manufacture of burning fluids for illuminating and heating purposes.” 
A communication. July 8, 1859. 
1641.—Eisan Livermore, of New York, U.S.A., for “ Improvements in 
generating gas for the purpose of lighting and heating.” July 9, 1859. 
1699.—F reperick CoLLierR BAKEWELL, of 6, Haverstock Terrace, Hamp- 
stead, Middlesex, for ‘ Improvements in extracting oils from coal and 
other minerals.’ A communication. July 19, 1859, 


NOTICES HAVE BEEN GIVEN OF INTENTION TO PROCEED 
WITH THE UNDERMENTIONED INVENTIONS. 
637.—Joun Court, of Brompton Row, London, gas-fitter, for “An im- 
provement in nibs for gas-burners.” March 12, 1859. 

648.—Joun Samvue.t Dawes, of Smethwick House, near Birmingham, 
gentleman, for ‘4 new or improved method or combination of arrange- 
ments for the better securing and collecting of night soil or town manure, 
= tt more valuable for agricultural purposes.” March 14, 
1859. 

911.—Davip Dora, of Manchester, engineer, for ‘ Improvements in the 
construction bonne gel A communication, April 12, 1859. 

1287.—James Harmer, of St. James’s Street, Lower Road, Islington, 
Middlesex, for “ Improvements in parts of dry gas-meters.” A commu- 
nication. May 25, 1859, 

1410.—Francis Puxs, chemist, of Roxburgh Terrace, Haverstock Hill, 
ae for “* Improvements in the treatment of hydro-carbons.” June 10, 

1480.—RicHarp Lamine, of Hampstead, Middlesex, for “ Improvements 
in purifying gas, and in obtaining and reproducing materials useful for 
that purpow.”” Jue 20, 1859, 
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Parliamentary Intelligence. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
SALE OF GAS BILL. 
Turspay, JuLy 26. 
Lérd REDESDALE, ning seen a petition from Tiverton in favour of 
this bill, said, in moving the third reading, that gas was the only article 
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sold by measure for securing the accuracy of which measurement there | | 
existed no legislative provision. That was the more remarkable inasmuch | | 
as the annual value of the consumption of gas throughout the kingdom was | | 
about £5,000,000. The object of the bill, he added, was to bring the sale of | | 
gas under the provisions of the Weights and Measures Act, the machinery of 
which had been imported into it with that view. | 

Lord Krinnatrp objected to the bill on various grounds, but chiefly be-' | 
cause it would impose a serious burden on the county-rates. The bill | 
would necessitate the use of very nice machinery, and the inspectors would | 
require to be men of scientific acquirements. The burden on the rates | 
wonld be heavy, and he did not see the justice of calling on those who were | 
not consumers to pay the expense that would be incurred. He hoped his | 
noble friend would withdraw the bill in the meantime, in order that the, 
other House of Parliament and the country might have time to consider the | 
subject, otherwise he would be constrained to move that the bill be read a! 
third time that day three months. ’ | 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said this was a subject of considerable import- | 
ance, and he hoped time would be taken carefully to consider it. Gas was | 
an article connected with which frauds were often committed both on the | 
manufacturer and the consumer, and he trusted that before the bill passed | 
something would be done to render its provisions more effectual for the 
object aimed at. (Hear, hear.) 

Lord Stan.Lxy of ALDERLEY explained that persons availing themselves | 
of the services of the inspectors would have to pay fees, which would pro- | 
bably be equal in the aggregate to the salaries of those officers, and there- 
fore little or no expense would be thrown upon the county-rate. Under 
these circumstances he recommended his noble friend to withdraw his 
amendment. 

After some further conversation, 

Lord Kixnairp withdrew his amencment, and the bill was read a third 
time and passed. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
CITY OF LONDON GAS COMPANY’S BILL. 
TuEspay, Juty 19. 
(Before Mr. Barrow, chairman, the Hon. W. G. Cavenvisu, the Hon. | 
Ratpn HEeNEAGE Dutton, and Messrs. Ew1nxc and Powts.) | 

Mr. Hope Scort, Q.C., Mr. BurkE, Mr. Wiikrnson, and Mr. Ricnarps | 
appeared for the promoters; Mr. RusseLt Gurney, Q.C. (the Recorder of 
the City of London), and Mr. Toomas CHamBers (the common serjeant) 
appeared for the Commissioners of Sewers; Mr. Jounson for the Benchers| 
of the Inner Temple; and Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE, Mr. WiLp, and Mr. | 
Kerret for persons resident in the vicinity of the gas-works and owners of 
property and consumers of gas in the City, petitioners against the bill. 

Mr. oPE Scort, in stating the case for the promoters, called the atten- 
tion of the committee to the recitals in the preamble of the bill, and narrated 
the circumstances under which the City Gas Company were originally in- 
corporated in 1817. The limitation of forty-six years which was then im- 
posed upon them, he said, originated, as it would appear, from the apprehen- 
sion of the Legislature at that early period in the history of gas lighting, 
that such undertakings might eventually prove to be failures. The novelty 
of the project, and its uncertain character as a commercial speculation, led 
Parliament to prescribe a limited incorporation in this case, but the same 
policy had not been adopted in any subsequent instance. Since 1817, nume- 
rous companies had been established for supplying gas in the metropolis, and 
in every case which had come before the Legislature perpetual incorporation 
had been obtained without the slightest reference to the situation of the 
companies’ works, and as a matter of fact, many of those companies carried 
on their operations in districts as densely populated as that of the City Com- 
pany; so that they were equally liable to challenge on that account. He 
might mention, also, that from the passing of the earliest down to the latest 
gas Acts, every company had been kept under the common law of nuisance, 
which had been rightly deemed to be the proper mode of dealing with them. 
The last clause of the Act of 1817, by which this company were incorporated, 
was a clause providing that nothing in that Act should be taken to exone- 
rate them from their liability under the general law applicable to the exist- 
ence of nuisances. It was evident from this and similar clauses, that Par- 
liament relied not upon the limited incorporation which they granted, for 
the purpose of protecting the public against injury from operations of this 
nature, and the only solution, therefore, which could be offered for such 
limitation was that which he had suggested. The learned counsel pro- 
ceeced to give an account of the interposition of the Government in 1822, | 
and read portions of the correspondence with Sir William Congreve, the | 
officer appointed at that time to inquire into the gas supply of London, 
which led to the districting arrangements that existedin the City. Passing 
on to the year 1848, he related the circumstances which led the Commis- 
sioners of Sewers to take steps for obtaining a reduction in the price of gas, 
and dwelt emphatically on certain portions of Mr. Pearson’s report on the 
subject, to show that no idea was then entertained by him or the commis- 
sioners of compelling the company to remove their works out of the City. 
In fact, the main question then dealt with was that of price, to obtain a re- 
duction in which two alternatives were suggested by Mr. Pearson—one that 
of the commissioners taking the company’s pipes and purchasing gas of them 
wholesale, the other that of establishing a rival company. In consequence 
of that report, the Commissioners of Sewers gave notice of a bill to empower 
them to erect gas-works within the City, or to purchase the works of the 
existing companies. Here, again, the question of site did not seem to be 
dealt with as anything material in the view of the commissioners, This 
bill, however, was not proceeded with. The proposed purchase, no doubt, 
was far too serious a matter to be undertaken in that hasty manner, and 
probably the amount of compensation required would be fatal to this part 
of the scheme. However, there were other plans in Mr. Pearson's report, 
and accordingly a gentleman of the name of Croll (no doubt the person re- 
ferred to by Mr. Pearson in that document) came forward to forma City 
consumers’ company, under notices which included the erection of works 
within the City. This bill was before Parliament in 1849, and failed princi- 
pally upon a technical point, because while the notices referred to the erec- 
tion of works within the City, it turned out that Mr. Croll was not able to 
obtain a site except beyond those limits; consequently, the notices did not 
cover his bill. “Immediately upon this failure, a very extensive agitation 
took place, in which Mr. Pearson, the City solicitor, was prominent. The 
City companies approached the Court of Sewers with various offers of re- 
duction, and endeavoured in all ways to avert the hostility growing up 
against them. In doing this, it appeared that every reasonable concession 
was made by them which a sense of justice to their shareholders would 
permit them to make. But all was in vain, and the company known as the 
Great Central Gas Consumers’ Company was originated, presided over, in 
the first instance, by Mr. Pearson, and with which Mr. Dakin (who suc- 
ceeded Mr. Pearson in the chair), Aldermen Humphrey and Finnis, Deputies 
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Harrison and Stevens, with Mr. Bennoch, and other common councilmen, 
were connected. Before the session of 1850, many gas consumers of the 
|| City had come under contract to take gas of the new company for a period 
lof five years. They had, moreover, had a deed of partnership drawn up, 
| which professed to give limited liability; but that was a matter which at 
| the time was one of considerable doubt, and there was a recommendation 
|from Mr. Pearson to proceed to Parliament. Accordingly, they were in 
| Parliament in 1850, and, having passed the Commons, their bill failed in 
the Lords. In 1851, the Consumers’ Company had actually constructed 
their works and laid a portion of their pipes, and this they had effected in 
the following manner:—They had applied to the Court of Sewers for leave 
to break up the streets, and their application was supported by Mr. Deputy 
'Harrison and by various other members of the court; so that, although 
| Parliament had rejected the bill, the Commissioners of Sewers thought fit 
|to give them leave to carry on their operations. Many discussions took 
place in the meetinga of that body on the subject, in which discussions 





language anything but respectful to one portion of the body proceeded from | 
others, to some few instances of which he (Mr. Hope Scott) might hereafter | 


have to refer. The result of these discussions was, that the company were 


permitted to lay down their pipes before their Act was obtained. The bill | 


passed in the following year, and contained clauses fixing the price of gas | . n 
| document of the 28th of March, 1849 ; see if you recognize w 


supplied by them at 4s. per 1000 cubic feet, providing for testing the illu- 
minating power and chemical purity of the gas, and various other matters 
to which he would not stay to refer. Now, one part of the case of the pro- 
moters of the present bill was—and upon this part he himself did not enter- 
tain a shadow of a doubt—that the Commissioners of Sewers throughout 
identified themselves with this private undertaking (the Great Central Gas 
Company), and that they did so to a degree which was inconsistent with 
their position as a public body. He found that, on repeated occasions, com- 


plaints were made in the Court of Sewers itself on this subject by inde- | 


pendent members. It appeared that, in 1849, Mr. Deputy Harrison pre- 
sented a petition from the Great Central Gas Company, asking permission 
to lay down their pipes throughout the City, and he found that, a good deal 
|of inconvenience having been felt as to the way in which they had con- 
ducted themselves, frequent complaints were made against them in the 
| Court of Sewers. Thus, in March, 1850, Mr. Elliott, a member of the court, 
| complained of powers having been granted to the Central Company without 
due and proper notice and inquiry, and desired further investigation. Mr. 
| Deputy Lott complained that the commissioners had been misled on matters 
of fact, and imposed upon. In September, 1850, there were great complaints 
lof the inconvenience arising from the mode of laying down the pipes, and 
| Mr. Lowman Taylor upon that occasion called upon the court to enforce 
| their regulations, stating pretty freely that, had not the new company been 
| So entirely connected with the Court of the Commissioners of Sewers, they 
| would not have had such privileges as had been accorded tothem. In 
| September of that year also there was a petition presented to the court 
| from Mr. Meggison, complaining of inconvenience by the operations of the 
company, and saying that, in his experience, he never saw a public work so 
| disgracefully carried out. The petition also alleged that undue influence 
| Was exerted in the council of those who had the control in these matters. 
|| Mr. Taylor upon that occasion again spoke, saying that the commissioners 
had often readily received complaints against the old companies, and 
|reiterating that undue influence had been used in the court. Mr. Elliott 
|; also fully supported the prayer of the petition, believing that the censure 
{upon the commissioners which it contained was only what the court de- 
} served. Again, on the 14th of February, 1851, Deputy Lott complained that 
|| the company did what they liked with the commissioners, and then came 
' to the court for a bill of indemnity, and to get absolution. Deputy Bridge 
| thought that there was considerable private interest in that court which 
|| there ought not to be. In July, 1851, again he found Mr. Taylor making 
|| the statement that he knew that anything submitted in favour of the Great 
| Central Gas Company was sure to be passed by a large majority; and in 
October of the same year, Mr. Taylor condemned the court for allowing the 
|company to lay down their mains; and Mr. Elliott urged his friend, Mr. 
|| Taylor, to apply his talents to the adoption of means for obtaining those 
|| reforms in the corporation which would be likely to put an end for ever to 
that system of jobbing of which the existence of the Great Central Gas 
Company was an example. He (Mr. Hope Scott) had cited a few examples 
|| of what had taken place, for this reason. He had been supposed to have 
spoken, of course on instructions, too boldly in the other House of Parlia- 
| ment; and therefore, before he proceeded to make any remarks of his own 
on the present occasion, he thought it well to give a specimen of what had 
'|taken place in the Court of Sewers, to show that the commissioners had 
' not been without monitors in their own body, who spoke quite as plainly as 
he had done. One of the main reasons which induced Parliament to sanc- 
tion the constitution of a new gas company in the City, was the evidence 
which was given as to the price at which gas could be manufactured. Mr. 
| Croll, who in his evidence stated that he could make gas for 1s. 43d. per 
1000 cubic feet, subsequently contracted with the Great Central Company 
,to manufacture for them at that price, and to keep the works in order. 
| The committee would remember that the whole proceedings of the Commis- 
|, Sioners of Sewers up to this time were addressed to the obtaining a reduc- 
| tion in the price of gas; and the vested interests of the existing companies 
|| Were set aside principally on this point. They had already made consider- 
|, able reductions, but, in the face of such evidence as was given by Mr. 
|| Croll m Parliament, it seemed impossible that they should ever be able 
'!to meet the commissioners. Now, what he was going to allude to was 
|, to show that a distinct imposition was practised upon Parliament with 
| respect to that evidence. Mr. Croll made his contract with the new 
company, but it was not long before they quarrelled. The dispute was re- 
|, ferred to arbitration, and the evidence of Mr. Croll before the arbitrators 
|| was, that he nevér intended to make gas at that price, and that he was 
|| thoroughly wheedled into it. He said:— 
| | Iwas toa certain extent satisfied with the results of the working of my contract. 
| | It certainly was not found as good as Lexpected. I never intended to make gas at 
| the price. (That was the price which had been spoken to in Parliament, for which 
|; he had contracted.) I wasthoroughly wheedled into it; it was perfectly disgraceful 
altogether. I did not complain at first. I had a partner in it, Mr. Pearson. I 
agreed at the very commencement to pay him a third part of the profit realized. 
Mr. Lioyp (the counsel examining): Does that account for his zeal at all? 
Witness : Put it in any way you like, there is the fact. 
Mr. Lioyp : That diminishes in some degree the net advantage to you ? 
Witness: I have had no advantage ; I have had an enormous loss, and Mr. Pear- 
; son has had within £6000 or £7000 including interest from me, and that is the only 
| way in which I could secure his services. 
Mr. Lioyp: You secured his services in the first instance by the offer of this? 
Witness: Yes. 
Mr. Luoyp: It was a secret arrangement between you ? 
Witness : It was not a secret arrangement as regards me. 
Mr. Lioyp: As regards others? 
Witness : I told Mr. Dakin long ago about it. 
Mr. Lioyp: It was a private arrangement as respects you two, and had nothing 
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2 do with the company. That was a very early arrangement between you and Mr. | | 
earson ? } 
Witness : It was very early. i} 
Mr. Luoyp : It came out at the first flush, at the interchange of mind and matter | | 
when you met together ? { 

Witness : It did. 

Mr. Liroyp : When was it you began to express dissatisfaction with reference to 
your contract? 

_ Witness : At the very commencement. 

Mr. Lioyp: You gave evidence before Parliament? 

Witness : It was under compulsion altogether. It was under great pressure, 

Mr. Lioyp: Two shillings would have paid you very well? } 

Witness: Two shillings would have paid me. That is what I hoped to get, i} 
Then, upon re-examination, he says:— 

Mr. Pearson was in the constant habit of communicating with the board. He |! 
literally was the board. He controlled every member of the board and everything 
else. I know for a certainty he prepared the statements for the shareholders. 

Mr. Bartow: Do you mean the reports? 

Witness : Yes; which Mr. Dakin signed as chairman. } 

Re-examination continued : I was constantly in the habit of making communica- 
tions to the board and receiving others from them through him; so that, in stating 
to Mr. Pearson that I expected to be paid for these claims, I naturally regarded that 
as a statement to the board. 

Mr. Lioyp: Will you let me ask Mr. Croll one more question ?—Look at this 
t is stated there. 


Mr. Davrpson : It is the calculation of the cost. 

Witness: You mean the items of cost? Yes; I gave that in evidence. i} 

Mr. Lioyp: Do you recollect stating to the committee that which you have used?) | 

Mr. Croll: I do not recognize that as correct at all. I recognize the factof stating 
that 1s. 45d. would compensate me for the manufacture, not that I would be com-. | 
pensated for all my trouble. I remember feeling that that was an inaccurate report | 
at the time. | 

Then, upon further re-examination, he said:— lj 

I had been told that I must withhold these statements; Mr. Pearson told me so. 
That was at the time he was in constant communication with the board, and writing | 
the reports. I decidedly took that as an intimation from the directors. I knew | 
perfectly well unless everything was agreeable to Mr. Pearson nothing could be | 
done by the board. That is the whole secret of the dispute between us. |! 
He read this because, in his opinion, there was here a very gross breach || 
of privilege—a deliberate giving of evidence upon a subject of public 
interest, and affecting largely the interests of existing capital, which 
evidence, upon the admission of the man who gave it, was not true | 
evidence, but was evidence given under compulsion, and to serve a)| 
purpose. However, that purpose for the moment was served—the Act | 
was obtained, and the company proceeded with their operations. Be- 
fore very long, as Mr. Pearson in his report to the commissioners had fore- 
told, negotiations for an amalgamation with the City Company began. In | 
1852 a bill was prepared for the purpose, and one of the solicitors to that | 
bill was Mr: Wire, the present Lord Mayor. That bill did not contemplate 
the removal of the existing City Company’s works at all, nor was this 
matter of the proposed amalgamation concealed from the Court of Sewers. | 
@n the contrary, the question came before them distinctly on a petition pre- 
sented by Mr. Deputy Harrison, praying the approval of the court to such 
an arrangement on the ground that thereby “the gas consumers will have | 
secured to them by Act of Parliament, and by both companies, all the ad- 
vantages that the court have by deed now existing obtained from the Con- 
sumers’ Company.” It appeared, however, that very little discussion ensued, 
and the negotiation was not far advanced; but in whatever took place 
there was not the slightest reference to the removal of the City Gas-Works, 
on the ground of nuisance or otherwise, On the contrary, the whole treaty 
proceeded on the assumption that the existing works of that company 
should be retained. That proposition for an amalgamation went off. li 
June, 1852—and here commenced a series of attacks upon the company— 
an old servant of theirs removed some portion of the machiuery while the 
retorts were at work, and the consequence was, a bad smell was occasioned 
in the neighbourhood. That smell was complained of to the Commissioners | 
of Sewers, though the cause of it was at once remedied by the company. | 
But the ball had been set rolling; and now, instead of this particular nui- | 
sance being complained of, a grievance was alleged in respect of the dis- 
charge of ammoniacal liquor into the river, and this nuisance was referred 
to the water bailiff. Now, that discharge into the river was from a pipe 
which had been placed from the works, as early as 1816, with the consent, | 
as those who now represented the company believed, of the corporation | 
itself. At any rate, there it had been since that time, and had never been 
the subject of any complaint; and certainly no legal proceedings had been | 
taken in respect of it. A summons was now, however, issued, and was 
heard on the 5th of August, 1852, Mr. Charles Pearson, as City solicitor, ap- 
pearing for the prosecution. Every possible means were taken to fix the 
company with the nuisance, and they submitted to a judgment on condi- 
tion that the matter should stand respited until 1854, they promising in the 
meantime to remedy the evil. He (Mr. Hope Scott) should mention to the | 
committee that whatever the conduct of the company might have been, | 
and whatever nuisance they might have occasioned, the particular position 
of their works exposed them very considerably to the neighbourhood of other 
nuisances. There was the Fleet ditch upon one side of them, and White- 
friars Dock—a place from which manure was loaded on the other. Respect- 
ing the condition of Whitefriars Dock, there was evidence in some proceed- 
ings which took place before the Court of Sewers in 1852, just about the | 
time that this company were attacked for discharging their waste liquor 
through a pipe into the river. It appeared that a deputation from the in- 
quest of St. Bride's (the district in which the company’s works were situated) 
attended the Court of Sewers to complain of the condition of Whitefriars 
Dock. The foreman of the inquest said the bed of the dock was in a) 
most wretched state, emitting the most horrid efluvium from the 
number of dead dogs and cats which had been thrown into it, and|| 
whose bodies remained there for weeks. He stated that when the|| 
sun shone upon them the stench was most abominable, and he asked) 
the court, therefore, to remedy the nuisance. The chairman of the} 
commissioners admitted that the dock was a nasty place and ought to be | 
removed, but he said it belonged to the City Lands Committee, and he men- 
tioned that the nuisance had existed for seventy years. Mr. Deputy 
Harrison, whose name had been often mentioned before, observed that the 
dock was the private property of the corporation, and that the commissioners 
had nothing to do with it, adding “ Why should we leave important business 
to fish in troubled waters?” The “important business” was ta persecute this 
company for discharging liquor from their works, which Mr. Harrison could 
not be brought to leave for the purpose of remedying this abominable 
nuisance. He (Mr. Hope Scott) merely pointed out this as an instance of 
the sort of way in which nuisances quite as great as any which this company 
ever committed were permitted to exist in that neighbourhood, while the 
company were taken to task for every possible inconvenience that could 
arise during the process of their manufacture. This was the first great 
move in what might be called the nuisance direction, and it seemed to have 
followed pretty closely upon the proposition for an amalgamation in 1852. 
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ment in the following session, and they then had a complaint that the 
nuisance of the pipe had not been remedied. It was quite certain that they 
had not removed the cause of complaint, and a Mr. Saward sent a commu- 
nication to the chairman of the West London Union, who transmitted it to 
the Commissioners of Sewers, by whom it was referred to Mr. Simon, the 
medical officer of health, to report upon. That report he would now read, 
as it was valuable as an introduction to some of the evidence which would 
have to be given to the committee upon the subject of the mode of manu- 
facturing gas. [‘The learned counsel read the report, for which see JouRNAL 
oF Gas Ligurine of April 12, 1859, p. 118.] Of that report the company 
could make no complaint; but it did not appear to have satisfied Mr. 
Saward, who again put himself in communication with the Commissioners 
of Sewers, and Mr. Simon was once more referred to for a report. That 
report was dated February, 1855, and was in these words :— 

In reference to the works of the City Gas Company, again, at your last meeting, 
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In 1854 it was supposed that the company were going for an Act of Parlia- | ference to the City Gas Company of so fearful a character that it at once 


attracted attention. The commissioners referred the matter to their | 
medical officer for a report. That officer was Dr. Letheby, who since the | 
former complaint had succeeded Mr. Simon. Dr. Letheby was a man of| 
skill and a man of character, but it must not be omitted to be mentioned 
that he was the referee of the Great Central Gas Company, to whose ex- || 
amination the purity of their gas was constantly submitted. Dr. Letheby || 
reported upon this case, and proceedings were subsequently taken in the it 
Court of Sewers and the Court of Aldermen, and a report from Mr. Pearson | 

and Mr. Tyrrell was obtained as to the course which should be pursued. || 
The complaint by the Superintendent of Police was, in effect, that the || 
health of his men was seriously impaired by the noxious emanations from 

the City Gas-Works; but a report subsequently made to the commissioners 

by Mr. Borlase Childs, the surgeon of the force, proved that the division of! | 


| police doing duty in that locality was the healthiest of any in the City, and || 
that no complaints had ever been made to him of inconvenience to the 


referred to me for examination and report, your honourable court will remember | 


that on a former occasion (Oct. 31) I pointed out to you two principal sources of 
nuisance in that establishment, and reserved some doubt as to the degree in which 
a third might co-operate with them. Gr 9 
| First, namely, there was the contamination directly of the river, and indirectly 
of the atmosphere, by the daily discharge of fotid sulphurets from the wet-lime 
purifiers. : 
| Secondly, there was the contamination of the air during the uncovered decanting 
_ of ammoniacal liquor and tar from the receiving-tank of the condenser. | 
And, thirdly, (to an extent which could hardly bemeasured while the two influences 
were in active operation, ) there was the general diffusion of the characteristic odour 
|| of impure coal gas, set free during the processes of drawing and charging the retorts, 
and otherwise in dealing with the apparatus of the establishment. 
| In respect of these nuisances I have now to report to you as follows :— 
| 1. The wet-lime purifier is still in use, but arrangements are very nearly com- 
pleted for superseding it even more effectually than was contemplated at the date of 
my last report; and Mr. Thomas Taylor, the chemist who accompanied me in my 
examination of the works, authorized me to state his opinion that the improvements 
| about to be adopted will be effectual for removing all cause of complaint from this 
|, part of the manufacture. 
| The arrangements for discharging ammoniacal liquor and tar into tank barges 
|, are being greatly improved by the adoption of apparatus which will prevent their 
| | more offensive effluvia from mixing with the air. 
|| I think it certain that these alterations, when completed, will do much to obviate 
| | the existing causes of complaint ; but pending their completion, it is impossible for 
|| me to speak with confidence of what further improvements may still remain neces- 
|, Sary, especially as to the third evil of which I have spoken. 3 
|| It therefore seems to me that till these works are completed, and till their success 


has been tested by sufficient experience, the present position of the City Gas Com- 
pany before the law, the position of having confessed judgment in regard to the 
various nuisances imputed to them, must be fatal to their acquiring any further 
claim on the locality they occupy, and that, except on unequivocal testimony, the 
repetition of those nuisances has become impossible. ‘ 
guardians of the public health against evils of this description, cannot do otherwise 
than protest against any act of legislation which may tend to perpetuate an offersive 
trade within the City. 

I would therefore hope that the City Gas Company may refrain from pressing 


| should they then contemplate applying for any Act of perpetuation within the City, 
| they may have completed and used such measures of improvement as will justify 
| | your honourable court in raising no opposition at their bill. 


| 
| 
| | 


Joun Smron. 


Your honourable court, as | 


| their bill during the present session of Parliament, and that before next session, | 
| again. 


1] . 
|| This was a report in the same moderate tone as the last, dwelling upon all | 


|| the causes of complaint as remedial, and pleading for fair play to the com- | 


}pany in the matter. The bill of the company was not proceeded with, they 
| having been defeated by Sir Benjamin Hall’s opposition in the House—in 
|| fact, it was a bill not needed at that time. After the withdrawal of that 
|| bill there came a second endeavour on the part of the Central Company to 
| | amalgamate, into the details of which he would not now enter. This ques- 
{| 
tt 
1} 





tion of amalgamation had been constantly coming up, and each period had 
been attended by some hostile act towards the City Company. In 1856 
there was again a proposal for an amalgamation, and this time it was accom- 


| ?earson, writing to the solicitor of the City Gas Company, seems to appre- 
hend that, having safely steered the vessel of amalgamation almost into 
harbour, they were likely to go to pieces upon the sixpenny rock:— 
| In ordinary times the very attempt to amalgamate and place the gas supply of 
| the City in the hands of one company would raise the ery of monopoly and wreck 
| the project, but in the present case I believe it would be hailed as a w ise ineasure, 
indicating a prudent and grateful concession on the part of yourcompany. It would, 
lin my opinion, be got through Parliament without opposition, under the auspices of 
| the City authorities, and you and I would sce the results of our labours decorating 
|the brow of the Lord Mayor and Aldermen, the Commissioners of Sewers, &c. 
| Whereas, if we were now to attempt toengraft upon a bill to amalgamate the power 


|the Great Central’s Act, an agitation would be roused which would effectually 
| destroy all chances of success, The public and the Parliament would never permit 
the price to be raised to the consumers while one of the City companies charging 4s. 
| per 1000 is paying a dividend of 8 per cent., besides an annual rest and depreciation- 
| fand of £1500. If the bill be passed through Parliament carly in the next session 
| the question as to the real cost price at Bow may be speedily brought to proof, so 
| that if it should turn out, as some have supposed, that it cannot be profitably made 
| at the price charged by the Great Central, the amalgamated company may go fora 
| bill in the following session to raise the maximum to 4s. 6d. 
| Now, this was itself a very judicious letter of Mr. Pearson. He pro- 
| posed in the first place to adorn the brows of the Lord Mayor and aldermen 
|} and the Commissioners of Sewers with an amalgamation bill, which should 
| apparently keep up what he (Mr. Hope Scott) ventured to call the delusion 
as to the price at which gas could be manufactured. That bill having been 
carried, the next thing was to enter upon the consideration of the question 
| whether the price charged for gas was one that paid or not; and, if it turned 
| Out not to pay—the amalgamation being completed and the Lord Mayor 
and aldermen having their crowns upon their heads—they might then pro- 


would then no longer seem to Mr. Pearson as a dangerous rock ahead. 
This second attempt to amalgamate came to nothing, but immediately pre- 
ceding it was a most furious attack upon the. City Company. Early in 1856 
reports had become pretty rife that Mr. Croll’s contract had not worked 
well, and about the same time rumours were spread that the City Com- 
pany’s works were causing the greatest possible inconvenience, and were, 
in fact, blasting the trees and plants in the Temple Gardens. ‘This was the 
first oc¢dsion on which the gentlemen in the ‘Temple took any exception to 
these works; but now a letter appeared in the Times respecting the 
havoc that they were occasioning, from which it appeared that four fine 
crimson-blossomed hawthorns had disappeared as a consequence, to say 
nothing of the general damage effected. The gardener of the Temple, how- 


therefore he wrote a counter letter to the Times, in which he said that the 
flowers of the Temple were never finer than at that time. This attempt, 
therefore, from whomsoever it originated, accordingly failed. But in 
August of that age a superintendent wrote to the Commissioner of Police, 
who immediately laid before the Court of Sewers a state of affairs in re- 








anied with a proposal for a rise in the charge for gas; upon which Mr. | 


| to raise by Act of Parliament the price of gas, or to relax any of the provisions of | 


ceed to do the best they could to secure an extra 6d. per 1000 feet, which 


men by the operations of the company. [The learned counsel read the 
various documents referred to, and which were given in our report of the | 
proceedings before the House of Lords in March last. He also narrated 
the circumstances connected with the recent charges against the company 
examined at Guildhall Police Court, and which entirely failed to prove the 
existence of the evil complained of.] The case which had now to be sub- 
mitted to the committee on behalf of the company had already undergone 
investigation in the House of Lords, where, after four days’ inquiry, the || 
committee had come to the conclusion that the maintenance of the works | | 
in their present locality was not injurious to health, and that it would be| 
in itself an injustice and a hardship upon the company, and would entail upon | 
them a considerable loss and expense, which in the end must fall upon the | 
consumers of gas, to compel them to remove from the City. The opposition | 
to the bill on that occasion was from the same quarter, and probably the | 
evidence in support of those petitions would be the same. Since this ques- | 
tion was before the other House of Parliament the company had made | 
application to the Court of Sewers for leave to take up the old sewer and}; 
to put down a new one, This brought them into communication with the | 
commissioners; and Mr. Deputy Harrison, whose name he (Mr. Hope | 
Scott) had mentioned as one of the staunch supporters of the Great Central 
Gas Company in that court, used strong language against the promoters | 
of this bill, and upon being told of it said he would use stronger still. And 
he (Mr. Hope Scott) had vicariously, in defending his clients, been the! 
subject of those remarks, because he had spoken of the private favour 
shown to the Great Central Company by the Commissioners of Sewers. | 
However, he adhered to that statement still, and asserted that step by step | 
all the attacks upon the City Company were connected more or less 
directly with the Central Company, the latter being invariably upheld and 
backed by public persons connected with the corporation of London. But/» 
a considerable difficulty seemed to have occurred in the very prosecution 
of the opposition to this bill by the commissioners, for, upon the matter 
being brought before the court, they divided, eleven for and nine against 
continuing the opposition, so that by a majority of two only out of twenty 
was it determined to proceed. Mr. Pearson, however, had been active 
It appeared that that gentleman was a shareholder in the Great 
Central Company, and also in the City Company. Mr. Pearson's eon-| 
nexion with the Central Company was now reduced to five shares, but he} 
was also the possessor of one share in the City Company—which might be | 
called a “ watch” share. He had come forward lately and entered into a 
correspondence with the City Company, with which, however, the com-| 
mittee need not be troubled. It would suffice to say that the main burthen 
of the correspondence was another attempt to amalgamate the City with 
the Great Central Company. There was one letter, however, which he 
(Mr. Hope Scott) would read. Having mentioned the matter in conversa- 
tion with one of the solicitors of the City Company (Mr. Layton), that 
gentleman wrote to Mr. Pearson on the 18th of April, as follows:— 
Gresham House, April 18, 1859. 

Crry Gas Company. 

Dear Sir,—We saw the chairman on Saturday evening, and reported the conversa- 
tion between you andour Mr. Layton. He is indisposed to attempt a negotiation 
which he believes to be fruitless, but expresses a strong desire to maintain amicable 
relations with the Great Central Company, and to meet them fairly on any question 
that may be submitted with reference to the interests of both companies. The views 
thus entertained by Mr. Gray appear to him to render unnecess: 2 personal inter- 
view previous to the gencral mecting, at which you will be at liberty to make any 
observations you may think proper, whether bearing upon the subject of amalga- 

















mation or the various other points to which you have directed the attention of the 
committee. Ye faithfully, 
Pane AND Layron. 


Charles Pearson, Esq. 

To this Mr. Pearson replied :— 
Guildhall, April 18, 1859. 

Dear Sirs,—-I have only the same connexion with the Great Central that I have 
with the City Gas Company. I aman insignificant shareholder in both. 

In my capacity of a shareholder in both companies, I should be happy to employ 
my good offices in promoting an amalgamation. But it is more in the interest of 
the public than of any private parties that I am moving in this matter. I stated 
this opinion in public in the years 1850, 1852, and 18. I have seen no reason to 
change it, and shall so express myself at the meciing this day. Of course amzlga- 
mation implies the incorporation of all the clauses in the Act of 1851. Provided 
they be engrafted upon the present bill, the object of my efforts will be obtained by 
its passing in that shape, leaving the question of amalgamation to be discussed at 2 
future period, when all personal feelings shall have had time to subside. 

I am, dear Sirs, yours truly, CHAS. PEARSON. 

Messrs. Paine and Layton. 

. P.S.—I send you a copy of the resolutions I propose moving at the meeting to- 
day :— 

“1st. That the future considerations of this company’s bill in Parl 
jourred until after the elections, when the committee of management 
to call an adjourned special mecting of the shareholders. 

* 2nd. That, in order to avert expensive litigation, the committee be requested 
in the interval to endeavour to effect conciliatory arrangements with all parties 
interested in the bill, particularly the Commissioners of Sewers and the gas con- 
sumers of the City, and likewise the several holders of the two thousand one hun- 












iament be ad- | 
are requested 





| dred pounds shares in the company, who have purchased their shares since they 


ever, could not stand this—for he had a great pride.in his gardens—and | 


were sold in the share market, with the sanction of the committee, as hundred 
and fifty pounds paid-up shares, and whose legal and equitable rights may be affected 
by the provisions of the bill.”’ 

At the meeting referred to Mr. Pearson's resolution was negatived, and the 
following resolution was adopted :— 

That this meeting do approve of the bill now read, and the committee of manage- 
ment are hereby authorized and empowered to take such further steps as may be 
necessary to pass the same through the House of Commons, and also to make and 
agree to such alterations to the said bill, and to insert such further clauses therein, 
as they in their absolute discretion may think proper. || 

In the meantime, that the committee of management be requested to use every | 
effort in their power to conciliate any opposition that may be expected to be offered 
to the bill. | 
He (Mr. Hope Scott) would not take the committee through the whole of | 
the correspondence, but would simply say that it amounted to this, that 
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the general object of Mr. Pearson—which had been his object for a consi- 
derable time—was to obtain such a union as would in the end occasion an 
amalgamation. In so doing, no doubt he insisted upon all the clauses of 
the Great Central Company being inserted in this bill; but, as was known 
from the correspondence on a previous occasion, whatever the first amalga- 
mation might do, the question of what gas could be sold for so as to produce 
a@ profit was to be the subject matter of future consideration. Mr. Pearson 
himself had petitioned against this bill in respect of his one share in the 
company, but he had not appeared by counsel to support that petition. 
However, there were three other petitions, two of which appeared to come 
from persons residing in, or who had business premises near the works, and 
owners of property in the City of London. But, unless he were very much 
mistaken, the hand of Mr. Pearson might be seen in each of these petitions; 
and if he was not also further mistaken, although Mr. Pearson did not per- 
sonally appear before the committee, there would be an attempt made to 
bring out his views under one or other of these petitions. Whether those 
parties had a right to be heard was a question, because the Commissioners 
of Sewers exhausted, so to speak, the sanitary affairs of the City of London, 
and it was perfectly understood in both Houses of Parliament that where 
there was a public body charged with publicinterests, private persons were 
not to be heard on those matters. If it were otherwise, there might be as 
many petitioners as there were inhabitants in the City of London, and the 

ublic authority of the Commissioners of Sewers be superseded by the inter- 
erence of private individuals. In favour of the bill petitions had been nu- 
merously signed by most respectable individuals; indeed, there were up- 
wards of 3000 signatures in their favour. Those petitions were not referred 
to the committee, but by leave could be obtained, and witnesses would be 
produced who could give evidence respecting them. In reference to the 
Opposition to the bill, he could only say that, if the committee should de- 
cide that upon sanitary grounds these works ought to be removed, they 
could hardly come to the conclusion without accompanying their report to 
the House with a recommendation that all other gas-works similarly situ- 
ated ought to be removed also. In fact; they would raise at once a ques- 
tion of enormous amount and prodigious weight as regarded compensation, 
| Which in the end would have to be awarded. In the course of the evidence 
|it would be found, curiously enough, that where public bodies had become 
{| suppliers of gas, as at Manchester and other places, they had left the old 
|| gas-works in the densest parts of the population, or erected new ones in 
| districts equally crowded. The check in these instances was the check 
|, which operated upon all fancies and imaginations—the necessary appeal 


i | which would otherwise have to be made to the ratepayers’ pockets. In this 
|| present case, it was hoped and believed by the opposition—and that opposi- 
i| tion connected no doubt with, and operated upon by, an undercurrent of 
|| interest in the Consumers’ Company—that the necessary expense of re- 
/|moval would have to be borne by the City Gas Company, and not by the 
} | ratepayers of the City of London. And observe, what would be the result 
if the committee decided that these works must be removed? The Central 
| Company had made proposals for an amalgamation, but then they would 
| Only consent to such amalgamation upon their own terms. It would be, 
| practically speaking, delivering the City Company over to the tender mer- 
cies of their rivals. And the committee could not stop there; for if once a 
committee of the House of Commons upon a question of health decided that 
the City Gas Company must remove their works, no less than six or seven 
| others (as a glance at the map would show) must do the same, and capital 
to the extent of upwards of a million of money, which had been invested in 
| these undertakings, would be imperilled. He was quite sure that the com- 
| mittee, if they dealt with this question at all, would deal with it compre- 
| hens'vely. They would not allow an opposition fomented by rival interests 
to weigh in their councils, nor leave this company the victims of an arrange- 
| ment made forty years ago, which at that time, had they sought to remedy, 
they could have done without any chance of successful opposition. 

The CHArrMAN inquired the date of the last Act of Parliament by which 
| = in a densely populated part of the metropolis had been incorpo- 
| rat 
|| Mr. Hope Scorr said the Phoenix Company was the last one which ob- 
| | tained an Act for continuing works in a closely populated district. 

The Cuarrman said he observed that in the petition of the Commis- 
| sioners of Sewers it was stated that the question of nuisance had been raised, 
;| and that the company had been convicted. 
| Mr. Hope Scorrt said the company submitted to a judgment, undertaking 
|, to abate the nuisance. That related to the discharge of ammoniacal liquor 
into the Thames, which had been wholly discontinued. 
| Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE assured the committee that it went further 
| than that, and that several points were raised. 
| The Cuarrman: The committee will understand that no indictment for 




















nuisance has been preferred against this company, or tried—that this is not 
the effect of this paragraph. 

Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE: Oh, yes, sir. 

Mr. Hope Scorr: We were indicted under the circumstances which I 
have mentioned, and which I believe related to the pipe in the river. 

Mr. Layton (company’s solicitor): Entirely. 

Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE said his learned friend was muchinerror. No 
doubt this question was raised, but the indictment was not limited to that, 
and the parties pleaded guilty. 

The Cuatrman: Do the petitioners mean to raise the general question 
that no gas-works ought to exist in densely populated localities? Is that 
the general question to be raised, or is it to be merely the question as affect- 
ing this peculiar locality? 

Mr. Russet Gurney: What we mean to raise is, that no further powers 
| should be given to the company to continue their works, as the Legislature 
| would never give such powers to a new company, and this company come 

before you in that position. 
| Mr. Durron: Mr. Pearson docs not appear before us as a petitioner? 
| Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE: It was considered that he was not in a position 
| to do so. His relation to both companies, on a point of order, prevented. 
| The CHairMan (to Mr. Hope Scott): Did I understand that you considered 
the counsel for the Commissioners of Sewers were the only persons who 
should examine witnesses upon the general question of health ? 
| Mr. Hore Scorr: Certainly. 
| Mr. Durron: That no private petitioner has a right—— 
Mr. Hore Scorr: I say that with regard to all matters of health, the 
| commissioners are charged by law to protect that, and that they only can 
| be heard. 
| Mr. Dutton: Are there any private petitioners ? 
| 
| 








Mr. Horr Scorr: There are two private petitioners. 

Mr. Durron: Then the first question is, whether they have any locus 
standi at all, and I think we had better settle that. 

Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE: I have no doubt the committee will allow me 
to say a word or two before they decide. This matter has of course been 








considered by those who instruct me, and I think I can satisfy the com. 
mittee that in justice as well as in strict rule I am entitled to be heard. 
The ground upon which my learned friend to my being heard is, 
that we are only items in that general opposi which is represented by 
the Commissioners of Sewers. 

Mr. Durron: Who do you appear for? . 
. ha Serjeant BALLANTINE: I appear for the inhabitants in the neighbour- 


Mr. Dutron: How many of them ? 
m.. Serjeant BALLANTINE: I forget how many; only some half dozen, I 

ink. 

Mr. Powis: Against the bill? 

Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE: Yes, inst the bill. 

The Cuarrman: The objection of the committee is to all the counsel 
cross-examining each of the witnesses. 

Mr. Jounson: I appear for the Benchers of the Inner Temple, and I am 
sure we shall avoid that. 

Mr. Russett Gurney: It will be the earnest desire of those who are 
engaged in this inquiry to make it as short as possible. 

Mr. Durron: We do not want unduly to shorten the inquiry. This isa 
question, and it is an important one, whether private parties have a locus 
standi before the committee. You might spin out a question indefinitely, 
and yet after all not investigate it perfectly. I only want now to settle the 
point whether private individuals are not sufficiently protected by their 
boards of health; or else, what in the world is the good of boards of health ? 

Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE: What I understand is, that the Court of Sewers 
have comparatively limited jurisdiction. The inhabitants of the City, who 
are also consumers of gas, have a further interest in this company than the 
commissioners; and the internal arrangements of the company are ex- 
tremely important to them. Therefore, not only on the ground of health, 
but on the ground of these internal arrangements—which, as I shall show 
when we come to discuss them, are extremely important—we have a right 
to be heard. 

Mr. Dutton: Are you going to mix up the question of the offensive 
nature of a gas manufactory and the price of gas in one petition? 

Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE: Unquestionably, to a certain extent. I 
intend to show the mode in which they obtained their former Act, the way 
in which they have used it, and that they ought not to have further powers. 
I could, I believe, show you that upon technical grounds I am entitled to 
be heard, because you have a standing order to the effect that in the event 
of a gas company extending its radius of action, notice is to be given to 
every holder of property within two or three hundred yards, and the persons 
for whom I appear here reside within that area. 

The CuarrMan: There is no question about the strict right with regard 
to that locality, but it should be matter of arrangement between counsel. 

Mr. Ricuarps: The objection of Mr. Hope Scott was that in this way the 
parties are being heard twice over. The commissioners have no private 
right of their own; they appear as the ex-officio guardians of the public 
health; and therefore if the inhabitants are heard upon private petition, 
the same parties are heard twice over. With regard to what Mr. Serjeant 
Ballantine has said, I can only state that the commissioners have in their 
petition included every question by which the inhabitants and consumers 
of gas can be affected. 

The following evidence was then taken. 

Robert Alexander Gray, Esq., examined by Mr. RicHarps. 

I am the chairman of the City of London Gas Company. I have been 
the chairman of the company since the year 1849. I have been connected 
with the direction of the company since the year 1829, and during that 
period I have taken an active interest in its concerns. I have with me the 
correspondence with Sir William Congreve in 1822 and 1823. I am familiar 
with the details of it. If I have the permission of the committee, I will read 
two of the letters of Sir William Congreve. They are of the greatest im- 
portance. The first letter is dated Feb. 20, 1822. [Read letter.] The other 
is dated May 19, 1822. [Read letter.] He made certain proposals to district 
the metropolis which we objected to at first, as it was a great loss to us. 
There had been a report from the Royal Society that any gasometer holding 
more than 20,000 feet was dangerous. 

The CuairMAN: You are going into this inquiry as to the propriety or 
desirableness of districting, which we have nothing todo with. The question 
I understood we had to do with was whether these works were so unwhole- 
some that they should he removed. 

Mr. Ricnarps: One of the objections to this company was that in 1823 
Sir William Congreve recommended them to have their works on the|| 
boundaries of London. We say he never did suggest it. | 

The Cuairman: If he did, we should have some evidence of it. 

Mr. Kerret: There are many other things in the letter, but this is in. 


The CuarrMan: I understand from that letter that the objection of Sir 
William Congreve was not to the manufacture of gas on the site, but to the 
manufacture of a quantity of gas which he supposed to be dangerous in 
one spot. 

Mr Durtron: I think Sir William Congreve’s letter would be a very proper 
letter to lay before the board of directors and for them to take into con- 
sideration; but really it is a question of making gas in quantity and free 
from danger. ’ 

Mr. Powis: It is a question of danger. Might I ask how far your dis- 
trict extended? What would have been the outside of your district 
in 1823? 

Witness : Our Act of Parliament gave us very extensive powers to light 
the City, Southwark, and Westminster. 

Examination by Mr. R1cuarps continued: After we were forced into the 
arrangement by Sir William Congreve, we took half the City and part of 
Clerkenwell, and left the other half of the City and Westminster to the 
Chartered Company. We obtained our Act in 1817, fora period of 46 years, 
expiring in 1863. The Chartered Company was established before our com- 

any. They obtained their charter in 1810, and their Act of Parliament 
in 1812. That gave them powers extending over 21 years, expiring in 1833. 
In 1816 they again went to Parliament, and got an extension of their cor- 
poration for another 30 years, which would have expired in 1863, In the 
following year we got corporate powers till that period, so that our Act 
expires in the same year as that of the extended period of the Chartered. 
We have not been to Parliament since then. The Chartered Company 
obtained perpetual incorporation in 1819, and from that period to the pre- 
sent a good many companies in London have obtained incorporation in per- 
tuity. There are about twelve or fourteen metropolitan companies. 
Zach time the Chartered Company went to Parliament they sought powers 
to raise more money. During the whole of this time I never heard sug- 
gestions for removing works situated as ours are. That is a modern idea. 
At our works we employ in the winter time about 300 men. I am very 
often at the works myself. I do not actually reside there; I am there three 
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| times a week. With reference to the general state of the health of the men | to come in, we would subscribe to their terms. I did not attend on the 


|| employed, I may say that, during the time I have been connected with the 
| gas-works, I cannot bring to my recollection any complaint by any of the 
— ~ ed there. I am quite satisfied that the men are generally 
‘| healthy. 
| years, and even up to 38 years. Weare often applied to by men, and cannot 
| give them work. We do not find it an unpopular employment amongst 
| working men. Some of the directors of our company, along with myself, 
| have attained considerable longevity. Three of them are not far off 80 
| ee ps and I do not think they would have attained such longevity if they 
ad not lived so near the works. Iam not so young myself as I once was. 
|I recollect the street round our works having been widened. That was 
| about 6 or 7 years ago; it may bea little more. The land was bought of 
|Lord Delawarr by the City Gas Company. We gave the corporation of 
| London as much “land as they required for widening the street, for which 
they gave us not a farthing as compensation. At that time they said 
|| nothing about our removal, or we should not have given it tothem. Before 
' that alteration took place the street was very narrow, and the neighbour- 
| hood generally consisted of poor, narrow streets. They were chiefly courts 
|| and alleys, known as “ Alsatia” to the readers of the “ Fortunes of Nigel.” 
|| The indictment against us in 1852 arose in consequence of some escape of 
|| gas, caused by the carelessness of the engineer at that time; but the ground 
|| of the indictment principally was our having a pipe into the river, through 
i| which we passed the refuse-water. That pipe had been in the river upwards 
|| of 30 years—long before I was connected with the company. Of my own 
|| knowledge I cannot say whether we paid anything for the right to have that 
|'pipe there. The result of the inquiry in 1852 was that we thought it 
| advisable to confess judgment, because we could not deny that the pipe was 
| there, and because no one could give us a right to have it there. The judg- 
‘| ment was respited until 1854, we undertaking no longer to use the pipe. 
|| We then entered into arrangements to alter our mode of purifying, so as to 
{| have no necessity for using the river. We lost no time in beginning those 
| alterations in the mode of purifying. At the time we were using this pipe, 
| | we were using the method of purification which was usual with gas com- 
| 
{|In consequence of those discoveries we were able afterwards to alter our 
| mode of purification. We were not able to bring the new mode into actual 
| | satisfied that it would be safe to change the mode of purification when the 
{demand was so great, we deferred it till 1855. Since that time we have 
|| of purification, the refuse from the purification is of considerable value. 
|| One of the refuse productions is muriate of ammonia. During the time I 
reduced to 13s. 6d.; in 1831, to 12s. 6d.; in 1833, to 10s.; in 1836, to 9s.; in 
1843, to 8s.; in 1844, to 7s.; in 1848, to 6s.; in 1849 (Midsummer), to 5s.: 
{ Mr. CAveNpisH: That is the same price as is charged now? 
Witness: Yes. I might as well say to the committee that during the 





———— the wet-lime. process. The method of purifying gas has 
'| been much improved by the discoveries of science in the last fe 

| operation until the beginning of 1855, in consequence of the pressure of the 
| winter work. In 1854 the alteration was nearly complete, but, not being 
F never used the pipe, and I ean conscientiously say that nothing has ever 
|| gone into the river since, except by mere accident. By the present mode 
|| have been a director of this company there have been many reductions in 

the price of gas. In 1821 the price was 15s. per 1000; in 1828 the price was 
; and at Christmas in that year we made an offer to the Commissioners of 

Sewers to supply it at 4s. per 1000 feet. 


|| Period in which the gas was reduced from 15s. to 7s., there was no pressure | 


upon us, for we were not exposed to competition. But in 1848 an agitation 
| for a new wee gf began, and upon that we reduced again. During the 
i period to which I have referred, we paid a 10 per cent. dividend. After the 


e have had a great many in our employment from 20 to 30 | 


| paid a large dividend, but you cannot argue upon their present 


w years. | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


| introduction of the Great Central in 1849, our dividend, which at Mid- | 


| summer was 10 per cent., was reduced. 
The Cuatrman: This has nothing to do with the question of health. If 


' the maximum price of gas is to be disputed, it may be a question upon | 


| clauses. 

| Mr. Ricarps: My friend the Recorder warns me that he is going into it. 
| The Cuarrman: That is not a question of the preamble; it is purely a 
‘matter for consideration when the clauses come on. 


| Mr. Russert Gurney: But the chairman will see that it is rather impor- | 


| tant for us to show whether they have not had back their whole capital 
, under the limited powers they have had. 
| Mr. Durron: That is hardly a question for us. 

Mr. Russet GuRNEyY: But they speak of the hardship to which they 
would be exposed if they were required to remove their works. 

Mr. Durron: It is a very good thing for them, but we must not inquire 

into that. 
| Examination continued: In 1848 the agitation of the Great Central Com- 
| pany commenced; the moving power in the agitation was Mr. Charles Pear- 
| son, the City solicitor, a man of great influence. When we went before the 
Commissioners of Sewers to tell them we had reduced the price to 5s., Mr. 
Pearson was there, and he said he should not be satisfied until we went 
down to 4s. That was when the Great Central Bill was thrown out. Mr. 
Harrison and Deputy Peacock were present on the occasion. Mr. Harrison 
formerly held shares in the Great Central Company. 
first chairman of that company. Mr. Dakin, the present chairman, is one of 
the Commissioners of Sewers. That company have been carrying out a 
violent opposition to us ever since they were established. 
|| of time that I have been chairman of this company, I have no recollection 
of there being any complaint from the inhabitants in the neighbourhood of 
|| og works of their being a nuisance. There was a complaint by the police 
j in 1856. 
recorded complaint from the inhabitants since our works were established. 
We are about 300 or 400 yards from the Temple. The occupiers of premises 
between the Temple and our works have never made any complaint what- 
ever. Many of them have come forward to say that they never suffered any 
inconvenience from our works; anda large number of persons, something like 
|| 3000, have petitioned in our favour. Our works are situated close upon the 
|| edge of the Thames, so that we have the advantage of a free draught from 
||the river. There are many gas-works situated in districts where the popu- 
lation is much more dense than about us—the Phoenix, the Ratcliff, and the 
Imperial, &c. It is a great advantage to a gas company to have a river 
froritage-ind the means of water carriage close to their doors. 

rdSs-éxamined by Mr. RussELt GuRNEy: The Commissioners of Sewers 
expressed their satisfaction at the reduction we had made in the price of 
= They did not tell me that if we reduced to 4s. they would afford no 
acilities toa rival company. Mr. Pearson, who wasin the room at the time, 
said, “I shall not be satisfied till you reduce it to 4s.” Nothing was said 
about no facilities being offered to a rival company. What may have oc- 
| curred subsequently I do not know, but in December, 1849, when a great 
oe was got up for a reduction to 4s., we attended the commissioners, 
and on 











| got the power they are now seeking. 


Mr. Pearson was the | 


During the length | 


In 1855 we had a complaint from the Temple, and that is the first | 


occasion on which the Chartered Company and our company refused to 
reduce to 4s. I was not chairman then. y did not attend the commis- 
sioners before I was chairman. I cannot say that I remembered hearing 
from the former chairman that that proposal was made to them. I believe 
they did say they could not reduce below 6s. at a profit, but I am not re- 
sponsible for what others say. I cannot give the amount we paid in 
bonuses besides 10 per cent. 

Mr. Durron: I do not think the committee care about that. 

Mr. Russeit Gurney: It is really one part of their bill. 

Mr. Durron: But I do not think we have anything to do with it. 

Mr. Powts: Have there been many bonuses? 

Mr. Russet Gurney: Of course I am in the hands of the committee. 
think it most material to go into this question. 

Mr. Ricuarps: Where are the allegations in the petitions? 

The committee consulted for a few minutes. 
r. Ricnarps: I do not think that there is any suggestion in the petition 
of the Commissioners of Sewers respecting it. 

Mr. RussEtt Gurney: I propose to show that they were under certain 
limitations by their former Act, that they have disregarded them, and have 
acted in violation of them. It seems to me that when they apply for in- 
creased powers, it is important to show what part of the former Act they 
have violated. j 

Mr. Ricuarps: There is no allegation in the petition to that effect. There 


is no doubt that in former days the company did make a much better thing , 


of it than they do now. 
Mr. Dutton: I really do not think that the dividends which they formerly 
paid has anything to do with it. The Great Western Railway originally | 
sition | 
from that. I think this is a case of nuisance more than anything else. 
Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE: As it is a course which I also intended to 
adopt, I should like to have the opinion of the committee. We propose to | 
show presently to the committee that by their Act of Parliament the com- | 
pany are under certain limitations as to the amount of their stock; and we | 
propose to show that, by bonuses and other matters, they have in effect 


altered the intention of the Legislature in giving them this charter; and it || 


is quite necessary to go into the financial matters of the company with a 


view to show what was the original intention of the Act of Paliament, and _ 


how it has been violated. 


Mr. Durron: But you do not mean to say that when Parliament granted | 


this charter, they wished to restrain the profit in any way? They did not 
seem to wish to fetter it with any conditions as to what bonuses they should 
give or what dividends they should pay. 

Mr. Jounson: It was not only limited as to capital, but as to land. 

Mr. Durron: Suppose it had been a dead failure? 

Mr. JoHNson: Then they would come here to show why they should not 
be driven from their present position. But if they have had every facility 
by Parliament to reap profits and lay by a larger amount of capital, surely 
it is an argument to be used in this way. We are in a position to show 
that they have made a good thing of it, and that this is a manufacture 
which ought no longer to be tolerated in a populous district. But if we are 
excluded by the decision of the committee from showing what has been 
done in the past, I do not know what we are to do. 

Mr. Durron: Would you argue that at a certain point the company 
should be done away with when it has recouped itself? You might do 
away with a railway in that way. 

The Cuarrman: I am afraid [ must clear the room and have the decision 
of the committee. I understand the question you propose to be this, that it 
is a part of our inquiry whether the parties have made so much money by 
their previous bargain that they can afford to go elsewhere. 

Mr. Jounson: That is only a small portion of the argument. 

Mr. Durron: No, it is the whole. 

Mr. RicHarps: Allow me to call your attention to this fact. In former 
days there was no limitation to affairs of this kind. It is the Gas Clauses 
Act, a piece of modern legislation which we propose to incorporate in our 
bill, that has fixed a limitation to the dividends of gas companies. But in 
former days we might divide 40 per cent. on whatever we pleased. There- 
fore to throw in our teeth that we have been dividing too large an amount 
is too bad. 

Mr. Russet Gurney: But upon this point it is most material. Mr. 
Hope Scott told us that if they had come in former times they would have 
I intend to show why they did not 
come, that it was because every company that did come came under the 
general provisions and were limited to 10 per cent.; but this company were 
pocketing 20 per cent. 

Mr. Ricnarps: The limitation of dividends to 10 per cent. has only been 
since 1847, 

Mr. RussELL GurNEyY: It was constantly inserted in private Acts. 

The room was then cleared. On the doors being again opened, 

The Cuarrman said: The committee have determined at present to limit 
the inquiry to the mode in which the public health is affected by these 
works. The question of the finances of the company does not enter into 
this matter. The preamble gives the company power to raise a further sum 
of money, and to carry on their manufacture to a greater extent. 

Mr. Russet Gurney: Of course it is my duty at once to bow to the 
opinion of the committee. But I feel that this is so important a matter that 
our case may be materially altered by the decision you have cometo I 
have therefore toask for a postponement that I may have the opportunity 
of consulting with my clients as to the course we should pursue. 

Mr. Durron: I think we might as well go on with the question of nui-* 
sance. 

The Cuarrman: I do not see why we should lose time in this manner, 
because the question at present before the committee, as I understand it, is, | 
whether in such a dense population the works should be permitted to con- 
tinue? whether in point of expediency we should be justified in refusing to 
these parties what we should otherwise give them? The financial question 
is a different thing altogether, and we might enter upon that to-morrow, if 
you ultimately do not succeed in convincing us that the health of the com- 
munity is so seriously endangered that we should refuse the preamble 
altogether. 

Mr. RussELt Gurney: I understand the committee that u 
amble we are not to go into that question at all. 

The CuarrMAn: | understand, and so do the committee, that the question 
of previous profits would rather affect the clauses as to the price which the | 
company ought to charge, and that if they have made large profits they | 
should be restricted as to price. 

Mr. RussELL Gurney: This question goes to the whole point of the op- | 


pon the pre-| 


that occasion we said that if they would not allow the Great Central | position and three-fourths of Mr. Hope Scott’s speech. We wish time to | 
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consider whether, after the decision of the committee, we ought to prosecute 
our opposition. I do not like to decide that on the moment. 
on -ow1s: If you have any witnesses {from the Temple we might hear 
| . 
Mr. Durronx: DoT understand you are going. to consider whether you 
should abandon the opposition altogether? 
| Mr. RussELt Gursey: Certainly, but. it is so serious a matter that I 
| Want time to consider it. 
|_ Mr. Jounson: The preamble of the bill contains certain allegations, and 
I am opposed to that preamble altogether; but if I am to be excluded from 





| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


a consideration of the finances of the company, I should consider whether | 


| I too should go on or not, or whether I should take some other steps to | 
bring the matter before the Legislature. If I understand, the committee, as | 


| matter of convenience at the present moment, think it right to confine 
| the evidence to-the question of nuisance, and to treat that as a separate and 
distinct matter. No doubt they have a right to go into the inquiry in such 
order as they think proper, and I have nothing more to say; but if it is an 
express decision that we are to be excluded altogether from the question of 
| the finances of this company, I should like to have it distinctly so affirmed 
| that we, representing the petitioners, may know what course to pursue. 
||. Mr. Durron: What do the petitioners whom you represent set forth in 
their petition ? ‘ 
|| Mr. Jonxson said there were various thingsthey alleged—the increase of 
|| the works by the purchase of land, &c. In point of fact, without going 
through the allegations in the petition, he would venture to say that in his 
|| petition and that of his learned friend every question of the extent of capi- 
|| tal; of the exercise of powers; of the bonuses paid, &c., was dealt with, and 
\| therefore the inquiry into the finances became oue of the most vital parts 
|| of the whole investigation. He admitted that there was another and very 
|| important question—viz., how far it was compatible with the health of towns 
|| that there should be allowed to remain in a populous district a manufac- 
|| ture of this description; and this again bore very closely upon the question 


| of finance, because it was a point in the other House of Parliament that it | 


|| would cost this company £140,000. He was not about to discuss the 
| matter now—he only wanted to know the decision of the committee, because 


‘| he must shape his case and the course which he should adopt in conformity | 


with that decision. 
| Mr. Burks said he understood the decision was that the question of 
finance was not to be gone into. He had all the petitions before him, and 
there was not one in which the question of finance was raised. He wished 
| to call the attention of the committee to their standing order No. 104, 
| which provided that no petition against a private bill should be entertained 
which did not distinetly specify the grounds upon which the petitioners ob- 
|| jected to any provision thereof, and that the petitioners should only be 
heard upon those allegations. Now, the petitioners in this case went 
| wholly upon the question of nuisance in a particular locality, and if they 
| were allowed to go into the finances of the company, it would be to raise 
an issue of which the promoters had had no notice. The object of the 
|| standing order to which he had referred was that the parties might come 
| prepared with evidence to make out their case and rebut the allegations of 
|| the petitioners, but if the petitioners were allowed to take up points which 
were not in their petition, they were taking the promoters at a disad- 
| vantage. He apprehended that the decision of the committee was perfectly 
consistent with justice and reason, and perfectly intelligible to the other 
side. a 
The Cuamman: I am afraid I shall have to clear the room again; but 


i 
| 
! 
| 
| 


| 
| to the committee. I understand the committee to have expressed an 
opinion distinctly that they consider the effect of these works upon the 
public health to be the real and serious question before them. If with that 
jis to be mixed up the question of whether the enlargement of those works 
will increase the injury to public health, that will bea second; but where 
the money is to come from to effect that enlargement—must be really a 
very inferior question to the other two. The question of the public health 
is not to be measured by pounds, shillings, and pence. 
| ~s Burke: By a clause in the bill we cannot enlarge the area of our 
works. 
Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE: The question is, this a bill of indemnity for 
what they have done. 
The Cuamman: If you have any question which you would wish me 
to put to the committee, I can put it in writing. J 
|| Mr. Jonnson: I have no question to put but what would come out in 
, | Cross-examination. 
|| The Cuairman: The committee have expressed an opinion that whether 
|the company have paid large or small dividends in the past—does not 
i\ affect the sanitary question. 
\| Mr. Durron: 1 think the question put on this side with respect to the 
|| dividends was put rather with regard to the cross-examination. The 
|| Benchers in arguing against the increase of the works are merely arguing 
|| against an increase of the nuisance. 
}| 
i Mr. Russert Gurney: I am anxious to avoid entering into any dis- 
| cussion with the committee, because while doing so it is difficult to preserve 
| that respect which is due to them as judges. Their decision seems to me 
‘so important that it reqnires time to enable us to decide what we ought 
‘}now to do. I understand that decision is, that we ought not to go into 
iinances on the preamble. ; 
Mr. Durron : That is our decision certainly. 
Mr. Russet Gurney: But the chairman put it rather different. 
Mr. Durron: No. 
‘The CuAtrMAn : I think the material question in the preamble certainly 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 





The Cuarrman: The question, if I understand it aright, is whether the 
committee shall now adjourn until to-morrow. 

Mr. Burke: As we are now making out the case on the part of the pro- 
moters,.and have all our witnesses here for the purpose, it would be rather 
hard, unless it. were to meet the convenience of the committee, that we 
should adjourn our case in order to aid and assist our opponents. 

Mr. Durron: I think it would be very hard upon the promoters. The 
expense of these.things is. very great,as we all know, and the only way to '! | 
meet. it is.to be as short as possible. { 

Mr. Jounson: The thing is, we have to go on after the decision of the | | 
committee upon 2 point which we think perfectly available and legitimate | 
for us to investigate, and to go on under the admission that we are | 
excluded. 

Mr. Durron: As far as the preamble is concerned you are. 

Mr. Jounson: Are we to take this as the decision of the committee :—| 
“The opinion of the committee is that the question is as to the public, 
health, and not as to the financial position of the company upon the pre- 
amble? ” 

Mr. Durron: Yes; and I think we must go on in justice to the pro-| 
moters. 

The Cuarrnman: We must of necessity carry on the inquiry. 

Mr. Russet. Gurney: I beg to say that we shall not occupy the time of 
the committee any further; we withdraw from the opposition. 

Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE: And as the decision applies to the petitioners 
whom I represent, 1 shall retire also. j 

The learned counsel then left the room. 

Mr. Jonxson: Under the circumstances we do not think it right, after || 
the decision which has been come to, to go on with the opposition to the | 
bill. We are sorry to leave it, but it must take its own course. | 

Mr. Durron: You virtually abandon the question of nuisance. 

Mr. Jounson: Far from it. I thought I guarded myself against that. 

The Cuarrman: The committee want it to be distinctly understood that 
they are prepared tojreceive’evidence as to the effect upon the public health. | 

Mr. Jounson: You are now addressing one counsel only; if there is to 
be any qualification of your decision 

Mr. CAVENDiIsH: No qualification at all. 

Mr. Jounson: I wish to guard myself against being supposed to have 
abandoned the sanitary question. I only withdraw, because a decision has 
been made upon a formal matter which we think is essential to our case, | 
coupled with the sanitary question. Of course. therefore, we could only go | 
upon that sanitary question upon the assumption that we coysider our- 
selves excluded from the other part. 1 

The Cuatrman: The committee do not wish to exclude any evidence as, 











' to the effect upon the public health. | 


| into that part of the question. 


| now. 


before doing so | wish to understand distinctly what question I am to put | 





is the public health—the source from which the money must come for the | 


extensions is perfectly indifferent, whether from ‘previous profits, or 
{borrowed capital, or otherwise. The committee object to go intoa long 
inquiry as to previous profits. z 

Mr. Serjeant BALLANTINE: Let me read a part of the preamble—“ And 


| whereas the committee since their incorporation have expended from | 
time to time considerable sums of money out of their annual profits in the | 


enlargement and extension of their works and in laying down additional mains 
and pipes, in lieu of dividing such sums among the shareholders of the com- 
pany, and the several sums so expended amount in the aggregate to £100,000 

,'and upwards, .And whereas in consequence of such sums having been $0 ex- 
pended as aforesaid out of income, the nominal value of the 2000 shares 
representing the paid-up capital of the company is £300,000, each share 

| having been treated as of the nominal amount of £150.” These are alle- 
gations which you find in the preamble. 


| may infer from what has taken place that they had no very strong case. 


Mr. Burke: And there is no allegation in the petitions against them. | 


There is a distinct notice in the preamble of what is proposed, it is open 
| to them to petition against it, and yet there is not an allegation against. it 
jin any of the petitions. 

! 








| far upon their time if we put some few of those eminent gentlemen con- 
| nected with chemical science—Dr. Taylor and others— into the chair, who 


Mr. Russert, Gurney (who had re-entered the room): I withdrew}! 
because I could not properly support the interests of the Commissioners of 
Sewers after the attack made upon them by Mr. Hope Scott without going 


The CHAmrMAN: You might have given the committee credit for not|) 
allowing those remarks to have an undue influence upon them. 
Mr. Russet Gurney: He tried it in the House of: Lords, and no doubt} | 
with great effect. I was not then in a position to answer him, but Iam} 


The counsel for the opposition having retired, 

Mr. WILKINSON proposed to call the secretary of the company, where- 
upon— 

Mr, CuaRLEs PrArson, advancing into the centre of the committee- 
room, said: Will you allow me, sir, now that you are changing your witness, | | 
to offer a remark. I had a petition before the committee (my name is 
Charles Pearson), but I had not intended to appear before it, because Lj} 
have no locus standi; but I expected to have been put in the box to submit | | 
myself to cross-examination because of the remarks which have been made. | | 
In consequence of the retirement of counsel, however, [ have no opportunity, 
and I have therefore to ask the committee to allow me to be placed in the 
chair, and to read a letter which has a reference. to this matter, and to | 
submit myself to cross-examination on the other side. | 

Mr. BuRKE: Speaking for the promoters of the bill, we have no desire to | 
cross-examine Mr. Pearson at all. At the same time, if the reading of any | 
letter which he thinks would remove any impression unfavourable to him || 
is permitted, we should ke the last men in the world to object. | 

Mr. Durron: I do not think that anything we have heard will have any || 
unfavourable effect upon us. 1} 

Mr. Pearson: It appears to me that having been accused, as the 
solicitor to the corporation of London, of having abused my office to; 
persecute and prosecute this company, is.one of the gravest imputations. It || 
was also stated that I was connected with the Central Company. I thought | | 
I should have had the opportunity of reading a letter from the Recorder of || 
London which would show that the prosecution was entirely at and under || 
the instance of Mr. Stuart Wortley. I forwarded to him the depositions | 
and the Act of Parliament, and requested him to advise the Lord Mayor. | 
I have his letter from Buteshire advising that the prosecution should take 
place, and saying even if it did not succeed it would call the attention of the | | 
public and the Legislature to the circumstances. The other is a letter by || 
which I accepted of a royalty of 2d. per 1000 feet upon Croll’s patent; but it} | 
isthe distinct understanding that I should not have anything to do with it as 
long as I had anything to do with the company, and that. it should be 
publicly known to all the world. Those are the two letters I wish to read.| | 
Here are the letters. 

Mr. Durron: The only attack upon Mr. Charles Pearson was that he had 
one share in one company and one in another. Really the chief part as to}! 
the influence used seemed to point to certain City dignities. I do not think 
that Mr. Charles Pearson was called in question in that connexion. 

Mr. PgArson: I have one share in one company and five in the other. 

Mr. Burke: We have no wish to cross-examine you. 

Mr. Pearson: I wish to submit myself to cross-examination. 

Mr. Durron: The committee do not think it necessary. 

Mr. Pearson then retired. 

Mr. Durron: I think we should now ask what course the promoters in- 
tend to pursue Recent events have altered the aspect of affairs materially. 

Mr. Burke: Subject to any directions from the committee, and speaking 
for the promoters of the bill, we must substantiate the preamble, which is 
the expediency and justice of giving to us perpetual incorporation. We 
know that no evidence will now be adduced by the other side, and I think we 





But not knowing the course which these gentlemen may think it right to 
take elsewhere, I hope the committee will not think it trespassing too 





have proved to the satisfaction of the House of Lords that unquestionably 
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there'isno nuisance arising from our works. We will make the evidence as 
short:as’we can; bat as we have the advantage of these eminent gentlemen, 
who stand so high in their profession, we should not like the preamble to 
pass without-the committee being in possession of the testimony they can 

ive. 
OM: Doron: I think it is a very fair course to take. 

The evidence was then proceeded with. 

Mr. R. J. Millar, examined by Mr. WILKINSON. 

I am the secretary of the company. I have been in the employment 
of the company for thirty-nine years, and have been secretary for five 
years. During all that time I have been in regular attendance for 
many hours ev day—on the average, from eight to ten hours. 
During the last fortnight the river has caused me more annoyance 
than I have ever experienced for the thirty-nine years from the gas- 
works. In my capacity of secretary it is my duty to receive and record 
complaints. ‘Previous to 1848 we never had any complaint from the in- 
habitants of the neighbourhood. Since then we have had a letter from 
Messrs. Chilton and Burton on behalf of the Benchers. That was in 1855. 
That was the only complaint we received from the Benchers of the Temple. 
We employ from 200 to 400 men upon the works; 300 is under the average. 
They are healthy, hale men as ever you met with. We have never had com- 
plaints from persons who we have been anxious to employ about the nui- 
sance of the works; quite the reverse. They are very anxious to get em- 
ployment. Those now with us have been many years in ouremploy. Four 
hundred and fifty-five persons who reside near our works have signed a 
petition in favour of our bill. There are 2692 signatures to another peti- 
tion from persons throughout the City who are customers of the company, 
making altogether 3147 petitioners in our favour. There is also a petition 
from residents in the Temple, which has 88 signatures, bringing the total 
| number up to above 3200. My attention has been directed to the petitions 
j against the bill. The total number of signatures to those petitions are 101. 
|I have made an analysis of those signatures, and the result of that analysis 
|\is to show that of the two petitions from the neighbourhood against the 
|| company, one has 79 signatures, and the other 11, making 90; but those 11 
|| signatures are found also included in the 79. Then there are 9 who have 
|| signed the petition against the company who had previously signed a peti- 
— in favour of it. There are 12 who have signed against the company 

| who are workmen in one workshop, and are not residents. There are 2 not 
||residents in the locality, and 11 resident in Bishopsgate Street, two miles 
'|from the works. This reduces the number to 48, leaving 56 signatures. 
| The first of these residents in Bishopsgate Street is a proprietor in the Great 
| Central Company. The prayer of that petition does not object to cur per- 
petual incorporation, but prays that our works may be removed, and that 
|| we may be placed on the same footing as the Great Central Gas Company. 
| We have had an explanation of the circumstances under which some of 
|| those who signed both petitions did so. It is within my knowledge that as- 
|| sertions were distinctly made tv those parties, in order to obtain their sig- 
| natures, that the sole object of this bill was to raise the price of gas from 
|4s. to 6s. [Witness explained, by reference to a map coloured for the pur- 
| pose, the position of the residences of the parties who signed the petitions. | 
| By the Cuarrman: The great part of the signatures are in New Bridge 

Street. 

| Mr. Durren: What makes them vote against the bill in New Bridge 

Street? : 

} nem There is the Fleet sewer there, from which probably they 
suffer 

| Mr. Wirkinson: And there are two very active agents against the com- 
pany residing there. 

| itmess: 1 was connected with the company when the improvement was 

| made in Tudor Street. It is within my knowledge that the cost of that 
new street was £46,000. ‘The contribution which our company made for 
the purpose was a portion of the piece of land purchased by them of Lord 

Delawarr, which Mr. Hardwick, in his evidence before the House of Lords, 

valued at £30,000. That was the fair money value of the land. The 

| neighbourhood before was in a very deplorable condition. The portion re- 
tained by the company themselves was a couple of strips of land anda 
| little coal-shed. Thatis the only instance in which our company have 
| purchased land, There is a small rental of £300a year which the company 
|| have from houses in that street. 
i ‘ = Ew1ne: What was the advantage to your company by giving up the 
and 

Witness: To conciliate the Court of Sewers and to make a more open 

neighbourhood. 
|| The Coarrman: What was the condition of the locality at the time the 

company were incorporated? 

Witness: Vastly more populated then than now. The neighbourhood 

consisted of old houses. 
|; The Cuarrman: The Government of that day allowed the works to be 

| erected in the midst of a population vastly more dense than at present? 
|| Witness : Yes. The south side of the works is to the river, on the cast 
|, and west sides there are wharfs and counting-houses, so that there is only 
| one side in which there are residents. _ 
|| Mr. Ewrxe: Are there many of your workmen living on the premises ? 
| Witness: We have no accommodation for them. 
|| Mr. CAvenpisH: Are there any of them resident in the neighbourhood? 
Witness: We keep no register. 
|| Mr. Layton: The engineer, who with his family resides on the works, 
will be called before you. 
|| Examination continued: The original capital of the company was 
£200,000 in shares of £100 each. The whole of that sum has been raised 
since their incorporation: the company have expended £100,000 and up- 
_ wards out of their profits in the enlargement and extension of their works 
|| and in laying down additional mains and pipes. The consequence is, that 
the nominal value of the 2000 shares representing the paid-up capital of 
| the company is £300,000, each share having been treated as of the nominal 
| value of £150. We require a further sum of £100,000 to provide ade- 
|| quately for the increased and increasing demand for gas. 
Mr. Wiliiam Blanford, examined by Mr. Ricuarps. 

I am a carver and gilder, and I reside in Whitefriars. My manufactory 
|\is about 150 yards from the gas-works. I have carried on my manufac- 
| tory there since 1827. If there was any bad effluvium from the gas-works, 
|| my business as carver and gilder would be affected by it. I have never 

| found in the slightest degree that my gilding has been affected by the gas- 
| works. I have never been annoyed by the gas-works in any way what- 
|| ever; I live upon the premises and have not been affected by them. I 
have four sons, born in the precincts, and there is myself, my wife, and two 
|Servants. We have never had any inconvenience from the gas-works. I 
employ from 25 to 30 men, and 1 have never heard any complaints from 
| say of them. Iam perfectly unconnected with the City Gas Company, or 
| 




















any other. I came forward the first time in consequence of the misrepre- 
sentations in. the papers. I do not know any of the parties. I felt that the 
statements were ly untrue. I am not only a resident, but I live and 
sleep, and eat _ drink entirely in Whitefriars, and do not pass more than 
ten:days or a fortnight from there in the course of a year. I have served 
the oifice of: overseer for four years, and frequently came into contact with! 
the inhabitants of the locality. During that time I have never heard any | 
expression of feeling from the persons living there that the gas-works were 
a nuisance. 





Mr. John Brown, examined by Mr. WiLkxNson. | 

I am a verterinary surgeon in Whitefriars. My residence is fifty yards | 
from the works. I have resided there nearly forty years. I employ some 
men in my business. Last year I was churchwarden. I have heard the| 
evidence of Mr. Blanford, and I corroborate it, not only as regards myself, | | 
but as regards the feeling in the neighbourhood. Neither by day or by| 
night have I observed any objectionable effluvium. Ihave no family. L} 
have no interest in the company. | | 

Mr. William Heeley, examined by Mr. Ricnarps. 

I reside in Dorset Street, and carry on my business there. I amamanu-| 
facturer of hot water cooking apparatus and grates. I have carried on my 
business there for sixteen years. During that time I have never found |} 
myself annoyed by effluvia or escape of any kind from the gas-works. I 
have never found my iron-works injured by the action of any such esca 
from the works. Iam a family man. My children have always lived in the 
neighbourhood ; their health has never been affected. I have no interest 
in the City Gas Company. I do not even burn their gas. Through 
the heat of the weather lately and the disturbance of a printing office, I 
have been awake at all times of the night. I have opened my windows at | | 
all hours of the night, and paid special attention knowing that the inquiry 
was coming on, and I have never smelt anything from the gas-works. 

By the Commitrece: There are not so many persons residing now in the 
neighbourhood as there were formerly. 

Mr. Ricuarps: In our present position perhaps it will not be considered 
indelicate to ask whether you are satisfied with this class of evidence. We 
have a host of them. 

Mr. Powis: These are very good witnesses—respectable men. 

Mr. Ricuarps: We propose then, with the sanction of the committee, to 
call our scientific witnesses to-morrow. 





Wepvespay, Jury 20. I! 
Mr. Ricarps: We have some gentlemen attending here from the}} 
Temple, and we propose to call two or three of them to speak to the absence j 
of all nuisance from the works. 1] 

Mr. Durron: Have you got the gardener who has written the letter in | 
the Times? } 

Mr. Ricuarps: We have not brought him for this reason. We thought! 
that as the Temple petitioned against the bill, it would be hardly fair to put! 
their servants in the box. He said he was prepared to come, but we’ 
thought it was hardly fair to place him in opposition to his masters. 

Mr. James M‘Mahon, examined by Mr. Ricnarns. 
a barrister, residing at No. 5, Paper Buildings; in the 
Temple. I have resided in the Temple for nearly half a cen-! 
tury. At first I lived in Fig-Tree Court. I removed to ap 
Buildings in 1824. They are the nearest to the site of the gas-works. ; 
I have slept at my chambers for the most part. I have never been, 
annoyed at night. I have slept for the most part with my windows open. 

I have often smelt the river Thames. My windows look upon the) | 
Temple Gardens. The vegetation in the Temple Gardens is very good. In | 
the very dry summer weather the grass is withered. The Benchers throw | 
open the gardens at 6 o'clock for the children of the neighbourhood. The’ | 
chrysanthemums in the gardens are quite a sight, persons come from all 
parts of the country to see them. There are roses in the season. I find 
that people come gladly to embrace the privileges the Benchers give them. 
They have not lowered the rents in consequence of smells from the gas- | 
works. As far as my experience goes there is no reason for saying that the 
property has deteriorated in value. | 

The Cuarmman: Do youremember the establishment of the gas-works? 

Witness: I have an imperfect recollection of it. 

The CHatrMAn: My question is only whether, if you remembered it, you | 
were able to tell us whether the population was denser then than now. | 
The gas-works themselves would destroy a certain portion of the houses. | | 
Are the streets in the immediate vicinity more or less wide now than then? | 

Witness: They are not closer. 

Mr. Powts: You recollect all the furniture brokers, &c., who were there’! | 
ten years ago? 

itness: Yes. It is wider than it was then. 
Mr. Le Breton, examined by Mr. WrLKison. {| 


I am 


I am a barrister, occupying chambers in King’s Bench Walk. My 
chambers are the nearest set of chambers to the gas-works, and there is no 
intervening building between the back room of my chambers and the gas- | 
works. I ama member of the Metropolitan Board of Works. I represent: | 
Hampstead. I attend here as avolunteer. I have resided off and on in the} | 
Temple for 20 years, and in my present chambers threeyears. I have always! 
paid £100 a year for my chambers. There has been no reduction. There | 
are some smells in the neighbourhood. There is a chemical work very nearly | 
at the bottom of Bouverie Street, from which physicky smells come. Then’ 
there are some basket-makers, who have osiers laying about, which they | | 
soak in water, and while they are decaying there is a very bad smell from | | 
them; but the gas-works are no nuisance whatever. I should have no dif- | 
ficulty in distinguishing the smell from the gas-works. In my opinion,| | 
there is no smell from them. {| 

Mr. Cavenpisu: Do you mean to say that you never smelt any smell || 
of gas? 1] 

Witness : I do not mean to say that. I have not smelt a tarry smell. 

Mr. CavENDIsH: But no smell of gas? | 

Witness: No smell of gas. 1 | 

Examination resumed by Mr. Wirkinson: The smell of gas is not the | 
ordinary smell from a gas-work. When | tirst knew the part there was | | 
much more building than there is at present. I resided very near the site 
many years ago. | 

Mr. WrLkinson: Was not the population more dense then than now? 

Witness: Decidedly. That part of the town called“ Alsatia ” was much | | 
more dense then than now. 

Mr. Dutron: There is a point you have not touched. There are many '| | 
cases of public institutions where they put up gas-works in the buildings,| | 
and they never complain of that. 1 was on the committee of visitors of a} | 
lunatic asylum in Hampshire, in which gas-works are put up, and no one | 
complained. 

Mr. RicHaRps: There is also the Colmey Hatch Lunatic Asylum, for'| | 
Middlesex. | 
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Mr. Martineau, examined by Mr. Ricuarps. 

I am a solicitor, and occupy a residence in the Temple. I have done so 
since the year 1851. I live in that of the Temple called Paper Build- 
ings, which, with the exception of King’s Bench Walk, is the nearest to the 
gas-works in question. I reside on the same staircase as Mr. Bryan, the 
sub-treasurer. During the time I have occupied the chambers I have never 
been annoyed by bad smells from the City Gas-Works. I have been in the 
|| habit of sleeping there all the year round. My experience is mainly in the 





night. 
1 Sr. Ricuarps: That is all the evidence we propose to call from the 
|Temple.. We have other gentlemen present, but do not think it worth 
|| while to occupy the attention of the committee any longer on this point. 
i} W. Odling, Esq., M.D., F.R.S., examined by Mr. Wi.krnson. 
‘| Iam a member of the College of Physicians, a professor of practical che- 
mistry at Guy’s Hospital, and officer of health for the Lambeth district of 
the metropolis, which is one of the largest and most populous districts 
having upwards of 160,000 inhabitants. As the officer of health, my atten- 


j 





I am well acquainted with the processes in the manufacture of gas. 
pendently of that, I have been employed by the Government to examine 
into the condition of many of the metropolitan gas-works. Very im 
improvements have been introduced of late years into that manufacture. 
The, first process in the manufacture of gas is that the coal is baked in a 
retort, and the gas thus produced is conveyed by means of pipes into a con- 
denser. When in the condenser, water is applied to it. It is cooled by the 
water dropping upon it. The effect of that is, to cause the gas to deposit 
some of its heavier matters—ammoniacal liquor and tar—in the condenser. 
The deposits are conveyed away by pipes into tank-barges, the pipes to 
which are placed under ground, ready for their reception. After the gas 
has passed through the condenser, it is carried forward into large vessels 
— a coke wetted with water, which are technically called “ scrub- 
bers.” . The effect of the scrubbing process is that the water in the coke 
takes up the ammonia from the gas, and the coke stops the passage of the 
tar. The tar and ammoniacal liquor extracted by the scrubbers drop into 
the same vessels as.those used for the condensing process, and are carried 
away. Having passed through the condenser and scrubber, the next pro- 
cess formerly was to carry the gas into wash-vessels—that is to say, vessels 
in which wet lime used to be kept, as the gas was still charged with a por- 
tion of ammonia and sulphuretted hydrogen. The process of scrubbing is 


condens¢r to the wet-lime purifier. 
from the scrubber into a washer, with chloride of manganese. 
under the old process were vessels.in which wet lime was kept. 
the improved process, they are filled with chloride of manganese, which is 
|| @ Very expensive substance. 
|! a ton. 
|| was formerly —— The effect of this washing is that the remaining 
|| ammonia is taken out, and also a considerable portion of the sulphur and 
|| muriate of ammonia, which is a solution of sal-ammonia. That is a very 








|| company have, therefore, a strong interest in preserving that product, so as 
to make use of it as much as they can. It passes away in pipes into barges, 
and is taken away by the person who supplies the chloride of manganese, 
and who pays a high price for it. In the old system, when the gas was 
'| introduced into this washing vessel, it was subjected to the action of wet 


in pits and heaps about the company’s yard. It was commonly known as 
“ blue billy.” The washing removes a portion of the sulphur, but the gas 
still retains a large quantity of sulphur, which used to be removed by lime, 
but it is now removed by peroxide of iron. 


generally the dry process was adopted. 





large cylinder with successive layers, the bottom one being dry lime. The 
gas is introduced and passed through that. Over this there is another layer 
|| of peroxide of iron mixed with sawdust. The gas percolates through this. 
' Over this there are four or five successive layers, through which the gas 
|| percolates and ultimately arrives at the top layer pretty free from im- 
|| purities. Then it passes into a second cylinder or tank, filled in the same 
|| way, until the purification is entirely effected. The object of the lime has 
|| reference to the carbonic acid alone—the iron is for the sulphur. The 
|| result of the substitution of peroxide of iron for the wet lime is to make the 
| residuum a perfectly innocuous mixture with no perceptible smell, except 
| when you are quite close to it, and of a character not likely to create a 
| nuisance in the neighbourhood in which it is placed. The substance has a 
smell if you take a handful up and hold it to your nose, but it is not an 

| objectionable smell, nor one that is perceptible at any distance—nothing 
like the smell of “ blue billy.”. The dry lime used in this process becomes 


rtant | 
| pany have performed their part of the understanding, and the judgment | 





tion has been greatly directed to sanitary matters generally. As a chemist, | 
Inde- | 


itself a recent improvement. Formerly, the gas passed directly from the | 
Now it is passed to the scrubber, and | 
The washers | 
Now, under | 


It costs about £3, and from that to £3. 10s. | 
This is mixed with water, in lieu of the wet lime in which the gas | 


|| valuable chemical product, and fetches as much as £23 or £24aton. The | 


lime, and then the whole offensive residue was valueless, and generally lay | 


| By the CommirrEE: Some gas-works used wet lime and some dry— | 


By Mr. Witxinson: At the City Gas-Works the gas is introduced into a | 


| chalk, and in that condition may be handled in any way, and carried away | 
| in open day when necessary. I have frequently tested the gas of the City | 


Company for sulphuretted hydrogen, and have never found it. After the 
— of iron has been used in the way I have described, and the tank 
1 


as become thoroughly impregnated with the impurities of the gas, the mode | 


| in which that peroxide of iron is dealt with is this. 


The peroxide of iron is | 


‘converted by the sulphur in the gas into sulphuret of iron, and when ex- | 


posed to the air containing oxygen we get once again oxide of iron and 
sulphur or brimstone set free. So that the result of the exposure is to re- 
store it to its original purity and allow of its being used over again. 
the mixture is so exposed to the air, there is no nuisance or smell that can 
be objectionable. The object of mixing the oxide of iron with sawdust is 


When | 


| to expose a larger surface, and to make it more porous in order to facilitate | 


the percolation of the gas. 
| to distil the coal. When the retorts are drawn there is some smoke. It is 
of the character of ordinary coal smoke. The smoke of course contains 
|| gas, therefore it is an object—as far as possible—to prevent the escape 
of it. 

By the Commitrer: The company use coke in their furnaces for 
heating the retorts, so that there is no smoke from them. , 

By Mr. Winxrson: After the retorts are drawn the coke is raked’ out on 
to an iron floor, and is.scraped along through a slit which leads to a cellar. 
After that water is thrown upon it. If water were thrown upon it while 
at a bright red heat, it would evolve sulphuretted hydrogen. But that is 
not the case here; the coke is allowed to cool until the bright red heat has 
disappeared, and then the water is thrown upon it. It then occasions no 
injurious effects. I have tested it separately, but have not been able to 

| detect a trace of sulphuretted hydrogen. The one hundred thousandth 
| part could have been detected if there had been any, the tests were so de- 
licate. Contrasting the operations as conducted at the City Gas-Works 


hon other works in London, in my opinion the City Gas-Works are 


The first process in the manufacture of gas is | 





| circumstance. I have myself applied tests for sulphuretted hydrogen and 


the best conducted works I have ever seen as regards the means taken for | 
the preventions of nuisance in a variety of minutiz. This is not a general || 
statement but the result of minute and continued examinations. I have q || 
very good knowledge of fully half the gas-works in London. Dr. Letheby | 
has expressed an opinion not only to me, but in public, to the same| 
effect. I was engaged by the Government with him in reference to the | 
prosecution of some naphtha works in London. 
The Cuarrman: At what period did this improvement in gas making | | 
take place? i 
ttness : Since 1855. | 
The CHarrMAN: So that any complaints of nuisance against the com- | 
a previous to that time have been removed? 
Witness : The arrangements of the works are quite different. Any in-! 
dictment before them would have no bearing upon the case now. i | 
Mr. Ricnarps: The indictment was in 1852, and was respited till 1854. || 
In the meantime the alterations were effected, but as they did not like to | 
begin the new system in the winter of 1854 they deferred it until the spring 
of 1855, when they were quite complete. | 
be Cuarnman : What became of the judgment? Was it merely sus. | 
pended ? 
: Mr. Layron: As solicitor for the company I can only say that the com- | 





cannot be considered as hanging over them. They have heard nothing of | 
it since. H 

bse CuHatrMAN: It has been sleeping since 1855. There has been no | | 
revival. 

Mr. Ricuarps: There has been no complaint. 

Mr. Layton: I should mention that the indictment was in respect of the | | 
pipe leading into the Thames, and that pipe has been entirely removed, and | 
there is now no connexion between the Thames and the works. 

T. W. Keats, Esq., examined by Mr. RicHarps. 

I am a consulting and analytical chemist, and have been in practice since | 
1842. I have been frequently engaged in sanitary questions, and questions | | 
of nuisance. I have frequently examined gas-works in reference to that | 
question. I am well acquainted with gas-works. I am quite familiar with | | 
the works of the City Gas Company, and have frequently examined them || 
when in full operation. In my opinion, contrasting them with other works, | 
they are the most complete I have ever inspected, either in London or the | | 
country. Formerly, one of the earlier processes in the purification of gas || 
was by wet lime, to take out the sulphuretted hydrogen. When the wet || 
lime was taken out of the vessel in which it had been contained and exposed | | 
to the air, and the moisture had somewhat evaporated, it was called “ blue | | 
billy,” and was an extremely foetid and offensive compound. Of late years || 
the process has been much improved; that is, since 1854 or 1855. I know; 
it has been introduced into the City Gas-Works. The improved mode con-| 
sists of two parts: first, of the use of the chloride of manganese in one stage | | 
of purification, and the peroxide of iron in a subsequent one. The use of | 
the chloride of manganese is for the purpose of removing the ammonia. | 
When saturated with ammonia from the gas, it makes a very valuable com- 
pound—muriate of ammonia. Iam aware that the contractor who supplies 
the chloride of manganese takes away this compound for the purpose of 
converting it into sal ammonia. With reference to the chloride of manganese, 
when it becomes exhausted it is cleared out of the vessels. They are} 
emptied through pipes into closed tank-barges. The pipes are situated at 
a sufficiently high level, that by simply turning on a cock the muriate is 
run off into the barge at the bank side. The company, from the valuable 
nature of the residuum, are anxious to save it as much as possible. In the 
peroxide of iron purification, the lime employed is a perfectly innocuous 
residuum, and lies about the yard. There is no smell in it, and when the 
process is well carried out it consists almost entirely of carbonate of lime. 
‘Fhe gas having passed through this bottom layer of lime, passes through 
iron and sawdust, which has the effect of purifying it of all the sulphuretted 
hydrogen. They have four large purifiers at the City Gas-Works, which 
are used in couples, and are so arranged as .to enable them to isolate any 
one and put the others in operation. In practice they use two at a time. 
When the second shows the least symptoms of sulphuretted hydrogen, it is 
a proof that the gas is not. perfectly purified in the first, and they are 
changed. When emptied, the material is taken out in baskets, and does 
not emit any vapour. I have heen in the purifier immediately after the 
top has been taken off, and have suffered noinconvenience. In the ordinary 
process the workmen go in the moment the cover is taken off. Being ex- 
posed to the action of the air, it becomes revivified, and undergoes the 
change explained by Dr. Odling, and can be used for a very long period 
over and over again. Itis finally removed by the contractor. During the 
successive uses of this material it becomes charged with sulphur, which 
sulphur is a valuable product. The stuff, when ultimately removed, has no 
noxious smell about it. It liesin the yard. Thereisavery slight gas smell. 

Mr. CavenDIsH: When you pass other gas-works, do you ever perceive 
any smell? 

Witness: Yes. 

Mr. CAveNDISH: But never in these works? 

Witness: No, I have never smelt it here. j 

By the CuarrMAN: It appears to me that the position of the company 
on the banks of the river is a great advantage, because one large barge can 
remove the refuse which it would require a number of carts to do if they 
had to remove it all by lana. 

By Mr. Ricnarps: Gas-works in some thinly populated places are not so 
well conducted as these. In drawing the retorts, some five or ten minutes 
elapse before the coke is wetted. I have frequently tested the vapour which 
arises, with acetate of lead and other tests, and I have never been able to 
detect the presence of the faintest trace of sulphuretted hydrogen. 

Alfred Swaine Taylor, Esq., M.D., examined by Mr. WiLKINSON. 

Tam a fellow of the College of Physicians, and have been engaged in, 
medical jurisprudence. I have written a work on that subject. My atten-' 
tion has been very much directed to the process of gas manufacture. I 
have very little to add to the testimony already given to the committee. I 
quite agree with Dr. Odling’s statement as to the process adopted, and the 
great precaution taken at every stage to prevent escapes at the City Gas-! 
Works. As far as my examination has gone, and I have paid three visits to | 
the works, and stayed there for some time to observe every stagé of the 
process, I can truly say that I never saw works so well conducted with the 
intention of preventing the slightest escape. The best means are adopted | 
to prevent the escape of sulphuretted hydrogen and sulphurous acid, and | 
the retorts are changed with great rapidity, so that no nuisance is occasioned. | 
I should think the inhabitants of the locality have no right to object to the, 
continuance of these works, My attention has not been directed to the, 
health of the men employed, but they seem stout, hearty men. I consider | 
the situation of these works on the banks of the Thames a most important | 
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| have not detected any. The company are very cautious not to pour water 
||on the coke too soon. In most gas-works they either rake the red hot coke 
| |into liquids or pour them on to it, and then the effluvium is very offensive. 
|| Here they allow time to elapse before wetting the coke. I think that in the 
|| Houses of Parliament there is a much larger quantity of sulphurous acid 
| set free from the common fires than there is in that locality by the manu- 
‘| facture of gas. I think the large quantity of anthracite—very nearly 2000 
i | tons a year—which is used for the purpose of warming and ventilating this 
| place, sets free a larger quantity of sulphurous acid than escapes from the 
|City Gas-Works. Gas coals contain a much less quantity of sulphurous 
acid than anthracite. Coals are usually selected for gas making according 
to their freeness from sulphur. 
By Mr. Durron: I have heard that the police complained of these works, 
| but they are not borne out by the medical testimony. I do not think they 
were affected by the manufacture of gas. When I was at the works I saw 
| there was a sort of lay-stall by the side which was enough to make any one 
| sick. The bodies of animals lie there exposed to the air and putrefying. 

By Mr. Powis: It would seem that some policemen have squeamish 
stomachs. I should not consider that a man with a squeamish stomach was 
a proper man for the police force. No doubt there are smells about the 
place, but they are not such asI should attribute to the gas, but to the 
works by the side of the river. There is a manure dock by the side of this 
company’s works, and all the refuse from the river is lodged there. 

Professor Brande, examined by Mr. RicHarps. 
I am an analytical chemist, and have had considerable experience. I 
| have inspected the City Gas-Works, and have stayed there some time at 
periods when they have been in full operation during several years. I 
agree with the former witnesses, that I never saw gas-works conducted in 
‘so unobjectionable a manner. I have tested the peroxide of iron for sul- 
phuretted = oy ry and also the steam which escapes when water is thrown 
'| upon the coke, and I have not detected the presence of it in either. I con- 
firm the evidence of the other gentlemen with reference to the particular 
, mode of purification adopted at these works. The presence of sulphuretted 
hydrogen from the coke depends entirely upon the temperature at which it 
\is wetted. In these works it is allowed to cool down, so that the water, 
when thrown upon it, does not produce any bad effect. 

By the Cuarrman: When the coke is thrown directly in the water, it 
does throw off sulphuretted hydrogen. The extent to which that would be 
injurious depends upon the quantity of coke so slacked, and the mode of the 
escape of vapours into the air. 

Professor Hofmann, examined by Mr. WiLKINSON. 

I am an analytical chemist, and have had great experience. I have been 
repeatedly at the ef Gas-Works, and I fully concur with the previous 
witnesses as to the efficiency of the arrangements which the company have 
adopted to prevent any noxious effluvia. When on the works you would 
scarcely perceive that you were on large premises connected with the ma- 
nufacture of gas. In my opinion, there is ncthing prejudicial to health at 
the City Gas-Works; and if they continue to be conducted as at present, I 
believe there is nothing which could give occasion for complaint by any 
| one. 

R. Warington, Esq., examined by Mr. W1LK1Nson. 

I am an analytical chemist, and am connected with the Society of Apothe- 
caries. I have heard the evidence of the other witnesses, and I fully concur 
| therein. I reside at Apothecaries’ Hall, within four or five hundred feet of 
| the works, and have resided there for eighteen years. I have never per- 
| Sonally experienced any nuisance, and I have no reason to suppose that 
| others have. 
| G. Borlase Childs, Esq., examined by Mr. RicHarps. 

I am surgeon to the City Police Force. Inthe year 1856 I was requested 
| to attend the Commissioners of Sewers in reference to complaints made by 
| some of the City Police of nuisances from the works of this company. In 
consequence of that, I made the report upon the subject which is now in 
|| the hands of the committee. None of the officers he q been to me respect- 
|| ing the state of their health. I am the person who has the whole charge 
\| of the force, and they do come to me when they are ill. Inspector Saun- 

ders represented himself to the commissioners as having been made 
j/extremely bad by the smells from the City Gas-Works. He had never 
;| made any complaint to me of illness arising from that cause. He was suf- 
| | fering from what we call neuralgia, or rheumatism of the scalp. As medical 
|, Officer of the police force, I have gone into this matter since that inquiry 
|| particularly, and onone occasion I find a man did complain of the smeil 
||from the City Gas-Works. That was in 1858. This year I have particu- 
| |Jarly investigated the matter,and not only asked the men whether there 
|| were any bad smells upon their beats, but have directed my attention to 
The answer I have always had from the men has 


|| the state of the works. 
| | been that they have not been inconvenienced either by smell or otherwise. 
| js | mga of police in the district of the works is one of the healthiest in 
e City. 
| Mr. Powts: May I ask as to the general condition of the charge-rooms. 
; We have heard sometimes that the police regulations are not the best 
jand most complete. What is the condition of the charge-room in this 
| | division? 
| Witness : I have made a report upon it; it is a complete cul de sac. 
| The Cuarrman: You find no disease in the 3rd division which could be 
| attributed to the City Gas-Works. 
|| Witness : Not the slightest. 
} Mr. Edward Digby, examined by Mr. WILKINSON. 
|| Iam a surgeon residing in Fleet Street, and have been for 15 years one 
, Of the medical officers of the West London Union, which comprises the four 
|| parishes in the south-western part of the City, and includes the district 
|| within which these gas-works are situated. My profession brings me into 
‘| contact with the poor pure of the neighbourhood. I receive nearly two 
| | thousand orders from the overseers of the union, yearly, to attend cases of 
| sickness, but I have never been able to trace any of those cases to the 
|| effects of the gas-works. Three or four times a week I have to pass the 
|| gas-works at night to attend cases of confinement, and I have never ob- 
| Served any bad smell from the works, nor have I ever heard any complaints 
from my poor patients, though I have questioned them distinctly upon the 
point, especiall y since the commencement of this agitation. I think the 
immediate locality of these works is as healthy, if not more healthy, than any 
| Other part of my district. It is not quite so thickly populated as some of 
the courts in Holborn. In a sanitary point of view, I think the situation of 
the works of the company upon the banks of the river is very important, as 
it gives a greater current of air and leaves a larger open space. The im- 
provements in Tudor Street have tended to promote the health of the lo- 
cality as itremoyed a nest of crowded courts and houses. 
By Mr. Ewina: I have never had any cases of sickness arising from the 
ard = the Whitefriars Dock; indeed, I think the neighbourhood is very 
y: 
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By Mr. Powts: eee there are not so many dead dogs in the dock as 
formerly. I do not think the gas-works are more prejudicial to the health 
of that locality than if the space they occupy were covered with houses. 

Mr. Robert Bianchi, examined by Mr. RicHARDS. 

I am a surgeon, and the medical officer of health for the district of St. 
Saviour’s, Southwark, which is the district immediately facing the works on 
the opposite side of the river, and the district in which the Phoenix Gas- 
Works are situated. The neighbourhood around the Phoenix Gas-Works is 
a densely populated one, and, as the medical officer of that district, I have 
had my attention called to the fact that the people living in that locality 
are not at all affected by the works. If I found any evil arose from them, 
it would be my duty to draw attention to it. I am acquainted with the 
process of gas manufacture and the various improvements which have been 
introduced from time to time. I have heard the evidence which has been 
given to-day, and I confirm the observations which have been made. I 
believe the City Gas-Works to be most admirably conducted, and so as to 
give no ground for the charge of nuisance. I receive the official returns 
which from time to time are made by different medical officers of health, 
and I have looked at them to see whether any evils are said to arise from 
gas-works. I have found there is none. My attention has not been parti- 
cularly called to the health of the men employed in such works. The men 
at the Phoenix Gas-Works are a very healthy class of men. 

Dr. Mason, examined by Mr. W1ILKrxson. " 

I reside in Red Cross Street, in the City of London, which is near the Brick 
Lane station of the Chartered Gas Company. In 1845 I resided in Goswell 
Street, close by those works. That is a very populous neighbourhood. My 
experience extends over eighteen years. During that time I have attended 
many persons in the immediate vicinity of the works for every variety of 
sickness, but I have never found that the emanations from the gas-works 
have had anything to do with it. Formerly I had a little prejudice against 
gas-works, but my experience has not verified those prejudices. My 
attention has been called to the distinction between the decomposition of 
animal and vegetable substances and the chemical changes effected during 
the manufacture of gas. I think there can be no question that the former 
is the most injurious. With proper precautions, the decomposition of coal is 
not attended with nuisance. 

T. Hawksley, Esq., examined by Mr. RicHarps. , 

I am a civil engineer, and amongst other things I have had my attention 
called to the processofgas manufacture. I have been extensively concerned 
in making gas-works for the last twenty-five years in England, Scotland, 
and elsewhere. I am acquainted with the situation of the City Gas-Works, 
and I confirm the evidence of the previous witnesses as to the mode in 
which they are conducted. I consider that there is no just ground of com- 
plaint against them for a nuisance. They are the best conducted gas- 
works in the kingdom. The situation of those works on the banks of the 
Thames is very favourable for securing a current of air, for obtaining their 
coals with facility, and for getting rid of their residual products. I have 
seen the muriate of ammonia conveyed into the barges; there is no smell 
occasioned by that operation The transfer of the ammoniacal liquor is by 
hose through a hatchway in the boat, which, when filled, is put down and 
sealed with peroxide of iron; so that, if there were any emanation, it must 
pass through the peroxide, and become noe in its passage. I know 
the proximity of the Whitefriars Dock to the gas-works. It is a dock com- 
municating with the Thames, and receiving the filthy water from it. 
There is a sewer emptying itself there, and there is a lay-stall in which 
manurelies. The dock is on the west side of the gas-works, and on the east 
side there is the Fleet sewer—the largest in London—which drains 4400 
acres of land, most of it densely covered; and the water from this sewer 
washes up and down with the tide under the walls of the gas-works. The 
gentlemen in the Temple have the right to prevent barges from bein 
moored in front of their gardens, and the fewer the barges the more mud. 
I am acquainted with many of the gas-works in the country. Some of 
them are in the hands of local boards of health. At Manchester and Sal- 
ford the gas is manufactured by the corporation, who are the conservators 
of the ge health. The works are situated in the densest part of the 
city. The population of Manchester is double that of the City of London. 
The guardians of the public health there have never thought of removing 
their works—in fact, her have increased them of late years. In Halifax 
the gas-works are in the hands of the corporation, and they are situated in 
a densely populated neighbourhood. I ought to explain that it is impos- 
sible to keep gas-works out of a populous neighbourhood, for as soon as 
works are established there must be houses for the men to live in, and beer- 
shops, &c. Perhaps the committee will allow me to explain that nothing 
arises from a well-conducted gas-work which is injurious to health. It is 
quite the contrary, for in point of fact the matter which arises from gas- 
works is a very antiseptic matter. The consequence is, that there are 
three or four diseases—very common ones—which are unknown in such 
manufactories. Consumption is scarcely heard of; cholera is almost totally 
unknown, both in gas-works themselves and amongst those living imme- 
diately around. Catarrhs, also, are scarcely known, because the emanations 
of naphtha and naphthaline are sedative in their character. So well do I 
know that, that when I have a cold I turn on the gas, let it issue from the 
burner, and then inhale it. The absence of cholera and of diseases of the 
lungs and throat in such works is a well-ascertained fact. There are gas- 
works in crowded neighbourhoods in Birmingham, Manchester, Liverpool, 
Newcastle, Nottingham, Sheffield, Hull (where there are three companies), 
Leeds, Dublin, Dundee, Edinburgh, Glasgow, &c. In some of our lunatic 
asylums they make their gas on the spot, and in some gentlemen’s houses 
—Sir Watkin W. Wynn’s, for instance. With proper care gas-works are not 
so great a nuisance as ordinary manufactories or shops; take, for instance, 
a cheesemonger's, which is twenty times more offensive. There is no com- 
parison between them and a tallow-chandler’s. I have given considerable 
attention to the question of the probable cost of the removal of the City 
Gas-Works. The cost would be £140,000. If the entire station were re- 
moved, including all the gasholders, they would have to reverse all the 
mains. Ifthe gasometers were retained in their present site, a large main 
would have to be brought from the manufacturing works for the pu 
of filling them. The capacity of such a main would be about 86 aan 
and its cost about £8 a ton laid down, or £7000 or £8009 per mile. It is 
not an experimental matter to bring gas through long mains like that, but 
it isan objectionable matter. In cold weather the gas loses its illuminating 
power to the extent of 1} to 2 candles, or about 14 per cent., by travelling 
a long way. 

The CuarrMan: It was said that Sir William Congreve recommended 
that the company should have a second station, for the sake of obviating 
the necessity of having a large amount of gas concentrated in one place, 
Is there any danger in that? 

Witness: Not the slightest. Sir William Congreve wished to have gas- 
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holders as small as to hold only from 6000 to 10,000 feet, but they are now 
made with perfect safety to hold 2,000,000 feet. 
Mr. William Mann, examined by Mr. WriK1nson. 

I am the engineer to the City Gas-Works, and have been in the employ- 
meut of the company twenty years. During that time there have been 
great improvements in the mode of manufacture. I prepared the plans 
which are in the hands of the committee, and can vouch for their correct- 
ness. I prepared also the map which shows the position of the different 
gas-works in the metropolis. Ttis a fact that meny other works are situated 
in neighbourhoods more densely populated than ours. In my opinion we 
derive a great advantage in having the river on one side and Tudor Street 
on the other; in fact, ours is the best situation in London for a gas-work. 
I have heard Mr. Hawksley's evidence as to the cost of the removal of the 
works, and I concur with him that the expense would be £140,000. 

Mr. Powis: Where would you remove to? 

Witness: I do not know. 

Examination continued: When the gas passes through the last process— 
the peroxide of iron—it is free from all effluvium. 


here are two purifying vessels always in use, and as long as the second is 
unaffected by the sulphuretted hydrogen we are sure that the purifica- 
tion is going on properly. The hose through which we pump the refuse is 
canvas, and the pump employed an ordinary force-pump. None of the 
liquor can come to the surface. It follows the piston in the ascending 
stroke, and is driven out by the descending stroke. 





| to make it chemically sealed. 
| chalk, and we have a place for its accumulation near the river, from whence 
| it is removed openly at all times. Iam the general superintendent. There 
is a night superintendent, and a foreman attached to each gang of stokers, 

| who is always on the spot. In quenching the coke it is necessary that a 
| certain time should elapse between the drawing of the retorts and throwing 
| water upon the coke. During the process of drawing the coke is cooling, 
| and is therefore not in a condition to evolve sulphuretted hydrogen. No 
| water is thrown upon the coke until it is almost black. The white vapour 
| from the chimney which was complained of was simply steam—the same as 
| from the funnel of a locomotive. We use the Thames water and the New 
| River water for generating steam on alternate days. When we used Thames 
| water entirely we had too much mud, and when the New River only we 
| had too much incrustation. It is not a fact that we ever used refuse-water 
|for the purpose. If we did, our engines would soon be worth only the 
| price of old iron; the ammonia would soon destroy them. All our residual 
products have a market value. There is not the slightest connexion be- 

| tween our works and the river Thames or the sewers, and no portion of 
the refuse is permitted to flow into either. 
Thames has been entirely disconnected, and now it is altogether out of the 
ound. I live on the works. 





sent at a wardmote in my ward which was called by parties opposed to our 
bill, and at which the expression of opinion was strongly in our favour. 
The parties attending that meeting were resident in the neighbourhood of 
the works. The wardmote was held in 1835. 

Mr Ricuarps: We have now given the evidence we think the committee 
ought to be in possession of. We have upwards of forty more witnesses, 
but we do not propose, unless the committee wish it, to trouble them any 
further in support of the preamble of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the committee had heard no evidence upon the 
financial points. : 

Mr. Layton said the evidence of the secretary had been given yesterday, 
but Mr. Gray, the chairman of the company, would answer any further 
questions. 





Mr. Gray recalled, and examined by the CHairMAN, 
Said that the company required £100,000 in order to free them from en- 
cumbrance and put the works into perfect order. They contemplated 
making several alterations, which would necessitate a heavy expenditure. 
To enable them to make improvements in the mode of purifying they had 
already raised £25,000 upon bonds. Power to raise that sum was obtained 
by a resolution passed at a half-yearly meeting of the shareholders. 

The room was then cleared. After a short consultation, 

The CHatrMan said the committee were unanimous in their opinion that 
the preamble of the bill was proved. 

The clauses were then read and passed. 

Clause 17 was, at the instance of the company, amended as follows:—“ It 
shall not be lawful for the company to charge for the gas supplied by them 
after a greater rate than five shillings per thousand cubic feet for gas made 
from other coal than that known as cannel, or a higher price than seven 
shillings per thousand cubic feet for gas made from cannel coal.” 

The following new clauses were added :— 

Clause 18. Unless prevented by frost, unusual deficiency of coals, or other 
unavoidable cause or accident, or during necessary repairs occasiond by 
such accident, all the gas supplied by the company shall be of such quality 
| | as to produce from an argand- burner having fifteen holes and a 7-inch 

| chimney, and consuming 5 cubic feet of gas per hour, a light equal in inten- 
|| sity to the light produced by 12 sperm candles of six in the pound, and 
| | burning 120 grains per hour. 
| Clause 19 requires the company, within six months after the passing of 
the Act, to erect an experimental meter at their works, with other neces- 
sary apparatus, for testing the illuminating power of the gas supplied by 
them. 

Clause 20 empowers “the Lord Mayor, aldermen, and commons in com- 
mon council assembled, on receiving a requisition signed by not less than 

| five consumers of the gas of the company, complaining that the gas supplied 
| | to them is not, in their judgment and belief, of the full illuminating power 
|| prescribed by this Act, to appoint some competent person to proceed to the 
works of the company,” who shall be authorized, on giving four hours’ pre- 
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We have at different | 
— taps, by which we ascertain whether the purification is perfect. | 


The liquor passes into | 
the barge at an opening which is carefully trapped with oxide of iron, so as | 
The last process leaves the lime simply as | 


Since 1855 the pipe into the | 


Iam a family man, and I have no notion | 
that the health of my family has ever been affected by them. I was pre- | 


I] vious notice to the company, to test the gas at the company’s experimental | 


;}meter. The company are required to afford such person “all reasonable 
| | facilities and assistance;” and if upou his experiments it shall be proved, to 
| | the satisfaction of a justice of the peace for the City of London, that the gas 
|| is not equal to the quality prescribed in the Act, or that reasonable facilities 
|| for testing it have not been atforded, the company are liable to a penalty 
not exceeding £20. 
| | Clause 21 provides that the cost of such experiment shall, in the event of 
| 
| 





a penalty being imposed upon the company, be paid by them; otherwise 
“such costs shall be awarded to be paid by the several persons making 
||such requisition aforesaid to the company, and shall be paid or levied 
| | accordingly.” 


[Aug. 2, 1859. | 
| 


Turspay, Juty 26. | 

On the motion for the consideration of the report of the committee on this 

? i} 

Colonel Frencu, in the absence of Sir Fitzroy Kelly, moved that the | 
London (City) Gas Bill be recommitted to another committee, to be appointed | 
by the committee of selection, and that the committee have leave to sit and | 
proceed on Friday. The object of the motion was to obtain a legal decision | 
which the opposition to the bill contended that they had not had from the 
committee appointed to inquire into the bill. He complained that this com- 
pany, the oldest in the City of London, had violated the Act of Parliament 
under which it was constituted, had made dividends beyond 10 per cent, | 
and had increased their capital by surplus profits beyond what the Act of 
Parliament allowed, namely, from £200,000 to £300,000, instead of 
devoting those profits to the reduction of the price of gas. In considering 
a bill for the renewal of its powers in perpetuity, those points would form 
proper subjects for the consideration of the committee, but when the counsel 
for the opponents endeavoured to bring them under its notice, the chairman 
interfered, and said he would not allow the financial question to be gone into, 
but that the inquiry should be confined to the point how far the health of 
London was affected by the position of the works. Counsel urged that the 
committee had no power to refuse to have witnesses cross-examined on the 
points in question, and said that it would be considered a denial of justice if 
he was not allowed to proceed ; and, finally, upon the chairman persisting, 
he refused to carry on the case. The sole question then which the opposition 
was anxious to raise was that there had been a denial of justice in dealing 
with the bill, and under those circumstances he begged to move that the 
bill be recommitted to another committee. 

Mr. Barrow, as chairman of the committee, wished to say a few words 
in explanation. In the first place the bill had come down from a committee 
of the other House, by whom it had been thoroughly examined and approved. 
The bill involved grave questions to the metropolis as to the best mode of 
supplying gas and the cost, but it did appear to the committee that the 
serious question in the first instance was to consider whether the City Gas 
Company should be allowed to continue their works on their present site in 
the City of London and amidst a dense population. That was a question 
which the committee thought should be inquired into upon its own merits 
and with reference to the sanitary condition of the City, and they had done 
so. The first witness was the chairman of the gas company, who gave that 
preliminary evidence necessary to satisfy the committee that the company 
were fairly entitled to have their limited duration extended in perpetuity, to 
enable them to contend with other companies. After that a cross-examina- 
tion was attempted, with the view of showing that the company had been 
receiving large bonuses and profits in by-gone years which ought to affect the 
decision ; but the continuance of that evidence was considered irrelevant, 
and that the sanitary question was not at all affected by it. Counsel was 
therefore informed that the question of pounds, shillings, and pence might 
properly come before the committee when they had to consider the question 
of capital, but it did not affect the issue then before them—the main one, in | 
their opinion—the sanitary question. Counsel then suggested that it might 
be desirable to adjourn, in order to consider the matter; but as there were 
many witnesses waiting ready to give evidence on the sanitary question, but 
who had nothing to do with the financial, the committee persisted, and 
counsel withdrew. It had been previously established by the committee that 
had sat upon it that there was no foundation for the opposition to the bill; 
and when they (the Commons’ committee) came to inquire into the sanitary 
part of the question, they received such overwhelming evidence that he did 
not wonder that the counsel withdrew. They received evidence from the 
highest scientific men that the works of the company were conducted in the | | 
best possible way; that certain impurities which formerly existed had, by 
recent improvements, been got rid of, and that there was not the slightest | 
pretence for imputing any want of health in the neighbourhood. They bad | 
the evidence of the medical officers of the police, of the poor law union, and of 
very eminent chemists to that effect. Something had been said about high 
bonuses in former years; but the company were not subject to the Gas 
Clauses Act, which was passed at a comparatively recent period, and did not 
extend by a retrospective operation to companies constituted on an entirely 
different footing. The committee had, however, taken care to protect the 
public for the future, and had decided that the Gas Clauses Act should be 
imported into the bill in its fullest extent. But they had gone still further, 
and added clauses which should regulate the price and secure the purity of 
the gas, and had done all that was possible to ensure the public full justice. | 
Under those circumstances the committee were unanimous that the bill 
should pass; and if it did not, he could only express his individual opinion 
that it would be a great loss to the public. (Hear, hear.) 

Mr. Massey believed that the present motion was quite unprecedented: | 
and quite averse to the regular conduct of business in the House. It was 
quite impossible that any committee could address itself with confidence to 
the duties which devolved upon it, if it knew that any party who might be 
dissatisfied with the decision arrived at might come down to the House and | 
get it to withdraw the whole consideration of the case from the committee | 
which had investigated it and refer it to another. (Hear, hear.) If it were 
thought that there was a failure of justice, the proper course would be to have 
the bill referred back to the same committee, but the present proposal was. | 
very like an imputation upon the committee, and he hoped the House would | | 
not assent to it. 

Mr. Rorsvuex said that there was no imputation on the honour of the | 
committee ; all that was imputed was a mistake in judgment. He spoke as | 
one of the Benchers of the Inner Temple, as well as a Member of the House, || 
against the nuisance created by the company. The matter as it really stood || 
was this: The company had derived great advantages from their former bill, | 
and the question was, would there be any great hardship done to the company || 
if they were removed from their present site? He thought that the hardship 
had been very much over-rated, but, at all events, that was a proper subject for | 
inquiry. But here the committee stepped in, with its absolute power—We | 
say that you should only determine the sanitary question. From the state-| 
ment of the honourable gentleman (Mr. Barrow), one would be inclined to} 
think that the making of gas contributes very much to the health of the 
metropolis. To tell him that the escape of gas was not destructive to health 
was absurd. Why it was felt to be so, and would be as long as men bad 
noses. The refuse of the gas from the company’s works goes into the T bames, 
and helped to make the Thames the offensive thing that it was now. The 
House would not be doing justice to the people of London without remitting 
this matter to a fresh tribunal. 


Mr. Ewrne said that three barristers, who lived within 150 yards of the 
works, and a number of chemical witnesses, were examined by the com- 
mittee, and their evidence was to the effect that no disagreeable effects were 
experienced from the gas-works, in consequence of the efficient way in which 
they were conducted. The surgeon of the police force in the neighbourhood | 
likewise declared that the police suffered no inconvenience in respect to their | 
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| health from the works. . The refuse of the gas did not go into the Thames, | 


| but was carried away in close vessels. . 
| Colonel NortH said that no less than 78 barristers residing in the Temple, 
453 householders in the neighbourhood, and 2692 consumers of gas bad signed 
|a petition in favour of the company. He had been over the building, and 
thought it was impossible for anything to be better conducted. There was 
‘no smell of any description whatever, and he trusted the House would not 
| allow the bill to be referred back to a committee. 
Mr. W. Wixi1aMs attributed the opposition to the bill to a rival company. 
It was an extraordinary proposition, after one committee had been appointed 
by the House to try the matter, to refer the bill to another. 
| “Sir G. Lewis thought it was hardly fair'to say that the opposition to the 
|| bill was wholly interested, for he believed that there was an opposition on 
'the part of the corporation of London founded on public grounds. At the 
||same time, he should support the decision of the committee unless some 
| extraordinary ground was alleged for referring the bill to a new committee. 
| The ground in this case was that the company, in going before the committee 
for a renewal of their term, and seeking to convert it into a perpetuity, 
| alleged the great expense they would be put to in removing their works, and 
| that evidence was excluded by the decision of the committee, which would 
have shown that, great as that expense might be, the profits of the establish- 
|| ment had been proportionate, the committee resolving only to listen to evi- 
dence on the question of the public health. He did not dispute that the 
committee had a discretion so to decide, though he had considerable doubts 
| whether they arrived at a correct decision; but he was not prepared to say 
that he would give his vote in favour of the present motion. 
| Mr. E, James observed that when a new trial was moved for in a court of 
| lawgthe judges decided on that motion by reference to the evidence pre- 
|| viously given, but the House was now called on to decide in favour of a new 
|, inquiry without being in possession of the evidence taken by the former com- 
mittee. If there were any nuisance created, the company could be indicted. 
|| He was informed there had been an indictment and a conviction standing 
| over, but that told in favour of the company, for if the nuisance had not been 
| abated, the conviction could have been enforced at any moment. 
|| The motion for referring the bill to a select committee was negatived with- 
|| out a division. 


WEDNESDAY, JULY 27. 
|| Upon the motion for the third reading of this bill, 

Mr. Alderman Cunitr said the Commissioners of Sewers of the City of 
| | London had felt it their duty to oppose the bill before the select committee, 
| but, although not satisfied with the result, they did not think they were 
‘called upon to offer any further opposition. 
After a few words from Colonel Frencn, 
The bill was read a third time and passed. 


Legal intelligence. 


| 
| HOUSE OF LORDS. 
| 
| 





Fripay, Jury 22. 

GILLESPIE . RUSSEL.—RUSSEL ¥. GILLESPIE. 
||__ These were cross appeals against certain interlocutors pronounced by the 
|| First Division of the Court of Session in Scotland in an action of reduction, 
|; count, and reckoning, brought by the appellants in the first appeal against 
, the respondents. 

It appeared that the appellants, Mr. and Mrs, Gillespie, were the owners 
| of certain property situated at Torbanehill, near Bathgate, Linlithgow, in 
'Scotland, and the respondents, Messrs. Russel and Son, had been for many 
| years working coal and other minerals in that county to a large extent. In 
| January, 1850, Messrs. Russel and Son obtained a lease from Mr. and Mrs. 
| Gillespie of the whole coal, ironstone, iron ore, limestone, and fire-clay (but 
|not to comprehend copper or any other minerals whatsoever except those 
therein specified), in the lands of Torbanehill, for twenty-five years, at either 
}a fixed rent of £300 per annum, or, at the option of the proprietors, of 
| eertain fixed lordships upon the minerals worked. Soon after se Russel 
‘and Son obtained possession of the land they discovered a very valuable gas 
coal or mineral substance on the property, which, besides its enormous gas- 
| producing qualities—13,000 cubic feet per ton—yields the very valuable 
| mineral oil called paraftine, of which 26 gallons, valued at £6. 10s., are pro- 
| duced from every ton of the coal. Down to November, 1854, Messrs. Russel 
| had raised upwards of 76,000 tons of this coal, and had since continued to 
| work it on an increased scale, and had disposed of it at a high price. Mr. 
land Mrs. Gillespie brought an action in July, 1853, against them, contend- 
|ing that the mineral in question was not ‘‘coal”’ within the meaning of the 
|| lease, but was a new and very peculiar kind of bituminous shale, schist, or 
||clay, which they were not entitled to work, and demanding compensation 
|| for what had been taken away. Messrs. Russel contended, on the other 
|| hand, that the mineral was what was called parrot or cannel coal, and there- 
| fore was within the meaning of the lease. A verdict was eventually found 
|| for Messrs. Russel. Mr. and Mrs. Gillespie then commenced a second action 
|| for the purpose of having the lease set aside, and to recover damages for the 
|| value of this coal which had been raised, contending that they had been in- 
|, duced to enter into the contract of lease by the fraudulent concealment 
jand the false and fraudulent representations of Messrs. Russel, who, they 
| | alleged, were perfectly aware of the valuable nature of the coal on the 
|| property, which information they had carefully concealed from Mr. and 
|| Mrs. Gillespie for the purpose of inducing them to gran‘ the lease in 
|/Question at such a low rent. Messrs. Russel submitted that they had 
|;not been guilty of any fraud or concealment, and that they were not 
;aware at the time that the coal on the property was of so valuable a 
nature, or that there were such quentities of it. They also contended that 
| the action was barred by the verdict and judgment in the first action, and 
| that the statement of facts in the condescendent was irrelevant and insuf- 
| ficient to support the conclusions of the action. The Lord Ordinary and the 
First Division of the Court of Session decided that the action was not barred 
| by the previous verdict and judgment, but that the statement of facts by the 
|pursuers was irrelevant and insufficient. Messrs. Russel then appealed 
against the first part of the judgment, and Mr. and Mrs. Gillespie against 
| the second part. 
| The case was argued by the Arrornry-GrneraL and Mr. Youne on 
| behalf of Messrs. Russel; Mr. Ror and Mr. ANDERSON appeared on behalf 
,of Mr, and Mrs. Gillespie. 
|| The appeal brought by Mr. and Mrs. Gillespie was eventually withdrawn, 
| and the second appeal was dismissed without costs, 
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Wepnespay, Jury 27. 
| . CHASEMORE v. RICHARDS. 
||. Their Lordships delivered judgment in this case. The noble and learned 
||lords present were the Lord Chancellor, Lord Brougham, Lord Cranworth, 


Lord ensleydale, Lord Chelmsford, and Lord Kingsdown. 


| right of the board to intercept such underground water. The cause came 


| active part, and was ¥) 


| which was always varying. 


This was a proceeding by way of writ of error, brought to reverse a deci- 
sion of the Court of Exchequer Chamber, affirming a judgment of the Court 
of Exchequer. res 

It appeared that the plaintiff in error was a mill-owner, and the defendant 
in error was sued as clerk to the Local Board of Health of the town of Croy- 
don, in the county of Surrey. The action was brought for injuries com- 
mitted under the authority of that board to the ancient stream called the 
Wandle, and thereby to the mill of the plaintiff, by abstracting therefrom, 
by means of a well, the underground water which would otherwise have 
flowed into and supplied that stream. The question raised was as to the 


on for trial at Kingston in March, 1854, before the late Mr. Baron Alderson, 
when a verdict was taken for the plaintiff by consent, subject to the opinion 
of the court above upon a special case stating the facts. The Court of Ex- 
chequer gave judgment in favour of the defendant, and that decision was | 
affirmed upon appeal by the Court of Exchequer Chamber. The present 
appeal was then brought, the plaintiff in error contending that he was en- 
titled to the ancient flow of water to his mill, and that the right of the de- 
fendant to sink and draw water from a well on his own land must be limited, 
so as not to injure his neighbour’s antecedent rights, which rights it was 
submitted existed in underground as well as in surface streams. For the |. 
defendant in error it was contended that the digging of a well by the owner | | 
upon his own land for the purpose of obtaining a supply of water wasa law- | 
ful act, and, although the consequences might be the interception of under- | | 
ground water which would otherwise have found its way to a stream, he was || 
not responsible for such consequences to persons entitled to the use of such | 
stream. It was further urged that a right to underground water in the} 
land of another person would materially and unjustly interfere with the full | 
right of ownership hitherto supposed to belong to the landowner in every- | 
thing beneath the surface of his own land, inasmuch as such right would in | 
many cases render totally impossible mining and other underground opera- | 
tions, and would thus injuriously affect the rights of owners of land. The! 
law could not recognize any right, either ex jure nature, or acquired as 
belonging to any person in the land of another, especially in a thing so ob- 
scure and uncertain in its existence as underground water, the depth of 
If such right were allowed to be acquired by 
user, it might be so gained without it being possible for the owner of the 
land against whom it was being acquired to know of such user being 
commenced. | 

This case was argued in February last, when the further consideration was 
adjourned sine die. 

Their Lordships now delivered judgment, and affirmed the decision of the | | 
court below, | |- 

Appeal dismissed. 
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VICE-CHANCELLOR’S COURT. 
Wepnespay, JuLy 20. 
(Before Vice-Chancellor Sir W. P. Woon.) 
RE THE SOUTH ESSEX GASLIGHT AND COKE COMPANY. 

This case came on upon a summons adjourned from chambers, for the pur- | 
pose of varying the certificate of the chief clerk, disallowing the claim of 
Mr. Stears (under the winding up of the company) for the balance of £2090) 
claimed by him from the company under the following circumstances :—The | 
company, which was established in 1852 for the purpose of supplying certain | 
districts in Essex with gas, &c., entered into a contract with one Edge for the | 
erection by him of some of their necessary works at Walthamstow. On the| | 
Ist of July, 1853, Mr. Stears, the present applicant, took an assignment of || 
Edge’s contracts, the assignment receiving the confirmation of the company | 
under its common seal.. On the 13th of July, 1853, Mr. Stears was elected 
by the board of directors ‘‘an honorary director’ until his contract should | | 
have been completed, at which period he was to be elected an ordinary || 
director, his proposal to erect and complete the works of the company having | | 
been on that day accepted by the company, and directions given for pre- | 
paring the formal contract. At this period Mr. Stears had no shares in the | 
company, though subsequently, on the 21st of July, certain shares were 
issued to him. The contract was formally executed, and bore date the 28th | 
of July, 1853. Mr. Stears attended meetings of the board of directors on || 
several occasions, and took an active part in the proceedings. The works to | 
be executed under the contract were not wholly completed at the time of the | 
order for winding up the company, which was made in 1858. Mr. Stears || 
had carried in a claim for the balance due to him under the contract to the’! 
extent of the works which had been actually executed. The chief clerk dis- 
allowed the claim, on the ground that it was void under section 29 of 7 and 
8 Victoria, cap. 110, having been entered into by him while a director, and 
the matter was now adjourned into court. 

Mr. Danret and Mr. RoxnurGu, for Mr. Stears, contended that he was | 
entitled as a creditor to recover this debt. He was not a director, either 
within the provisions of 7 and 8 Victoria, cap. 110, sec. 28, which made the 
appointment of any person to be a director, honorary or otherwise, illegal, 
unless he held at least one share, nor within the Deed of Settlement of the 
company, which required at the time of appointment a qualification of twenty 
shares, and that the election should ™ by a general meeting. Mr. 
Stears had no shares whatever at the time of his appointment, and was not 
elected by a general meeting. His appointment was, therefore, void ad 
initio, and could not be within section 30, giving validity to the acts of}; 
persons defectively, &c., appointed. Then the contract was for laying down | 
gas mains, which was “‘a service, the subject of the proper business of the 
company,” under the exception in section 29 of the same Act, so as not to 
invalidate the contract even if Mr. Stears should be held to have been a | 
director. || 

The Vick-CHANCELLOR (without calling on Sir Hucu Carrns and Mr. || 
SHEBBEARE, on behalf of the official manager) said that he must hold, for | | 
the purposes of this discussion, Mr. Stears to have beena director. The 29th 
section, disqualifying directors from entering into contracts with the com-| | 
pany, was applicable to a contract of this description ; but the main question | 
was, whether Mr. Stears was a director—it being clearly intended by the Act | 
that those persons who were entrusted to manage and superintend the affairs | 
of the company should not have any interest in contracts to be made with 
the company. He did not know the precise meaning of the term “ honorary | | 
director,” but Mr. Stears appeared to have been active in the affairs of the | | 
company from his appointment. He took his seat at the board, was present | | 
at several meetings, formed one of a quorum of directors, on one occasion ob- | | 
jected to some irregularity in the minutes of the former meeting, took a very 
no means a merely crnamental personage. No doubt, 
looking at section 28 (as to the qualification of directors), all this course of 
proceeding was very wrong; but then section 30 cured all defects or errors 
in the appointment of directors, and gave validity to their acts. For all 
intents and purposes Mr. Stears was to be prom J a director, and therefore 
ed — 29 the contract was not a good contract, and the claim must be 
disallowed. 
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| would not justify the defendants in bringing the filth any lower down, nor 





Mr. Dante asked for leave to bring an action against the official manager, 
so as to have the whole question raised. 
_ The Vice-CHANCELLOR gave liberty to Mr. Stears to bring the action, and 
directed him to pay the costs of the application to vary the certificate. 


Wepnespay, Juty 27. 
: THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL v. SAWYER. 

This was a motion on behalf of the Edmonton District Local Board of 
Health for an injunction to restrain the defendants, the Local Board of 
Health for the Enfield District, from permitting any sewerage matter to flow 
into certain streams running through the parishes of Enfield and Edmonton, 
and from otherwise polluting such streams, so as to occasion a nuisance or 
injury to the public health. In 1856 the defendants, under the provisions 
of the Public Health Act, 1848, constructed a new system of sewerage works 
for Enfield, by means of which the whole of the sewerage was carried into the 
smaller stream at some distance above its junction with the larger stream 
which flowed towards Edmonton. The effect of these works, as stated in the 
bill, and deposed to upon affidavit, was to pollute the water of both the 
streams to such an extent as to render it nauseous and highly offensive to 
smell and taste. Cattle had been in some instances poisoned by drinking of 
the water. The fish had been destroyed, and the health of persons living 
near the streams became poe | affected. Communication took place 
between the Edmonton and Enfield Boards upon the subject, and in June, 
1858, the Edmonton Board was informed that a committee had been ap- 

ainted to remedy the nuisance complained of, and that the matter had been 
aid before the General Board of Health for their advice and directions. 
The steps taken by the Enfield Board to prevent the nuisance were not suc- 
cessful, and after some negotiation, in which it was proposed that the Ed- 
monton Board should contribute to the expense of a scheme for directing the 
sewerage of Enfield into the sewer of the East London Water-Works Com- 
pany, and also that the matter should be submitted to the arbitration of an 
inspector from the General Board, the present information had been filed at 
the relation of the clerk of the Edmonton Board. 

Mr. Rott and M. H. Stevens appeared in support of the motion. 

Mr. Girrarp and Mr. Grensipg, for the éstvtlenin, the Enfield Board, 
contended that the nuisance complained of had already existed in what 
might be termed the ‘ pre-sanitary period,” before the new works had been 
constructed and when people were not so sensitive in their olfactory organs. 
The relators had shown undue and precipitate haste in bringing this matter 
before the court ee the proposal for arbitration ; and, although some 
buisance undeniably existed, its extent had been greatly exaggerated. 

Mr. Rott observed that if his learned friends wished to take issue upon 
the present state of the water, he would at once satisfy them and the court 
by uncorking a bottle filled with water from the stream. 

The Vice-CHANCELLOR, after observing that the injunction to be granted 
must be modified to some extent from that asked for by the notice of motion, 
said that before 1856 the sewerage works of Enfield were conducted by means 
of cesspools. It was clear before the evidence that the sewerage so conducted 
did not render the stream so offensive as to occasion mischief either to the 
cattle, to the health of the inhabitants, or to the fish. At present the whole 
ae of the place was collected and poured into the stream 1100 yards 
lower own, so as to bring it more immediately near to Edmonton. Any 
right that the town of Enfield might have acquired to drain into the stream 


were the relators bound to submit to having it thus brought down upon 
them en masse. His honour, after observing that the defendants very 
properly admitted the existence of the nuisance, and referring to the pro- 
posals as to arbitration, &c., ‘said that the relators were entitled to have 
the opinion of the court as to their legal rights. With respect to the 
relators having themselves contributed to the nuisance, to render such a de- 
fence available, the assertion, to aay the least, should have been proved. 
Even then he did not know that it would have made any difference. There 
would be an injunction, commencing at two months from this date, re- 
straining the defendants from causing or permitting by any act or default 
of theirs any sewerage matter to flow into the streams below a certain point, 
and from otherwise polluting or injuring the streams any further, or other- 
wise than the same were polluted or injured before the year 1856, 


Miscellaneous News. 


ESSON’S COMPENSATING GAS-METER. 

The effect of the passing of Lord Redesdale’s Sale of Gas Bill must 
necessarily be the gradual adoption of a superior class of meter, in which 
there are compensating arrangements for maintaining the water at the 
true level. There are several compensating meters which more or less 
effectively attain that object, and we propose to describe, in a series of 
articles, those instruments which are most deserving attention. 

One of those most recently patented is the compensating meter of Mr. 
ae the arrangements of which are shown in the accompanying wood- 
cut. 
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| within the City. But Sir George Cornwall Lewis expressed his feeling that it was 
' not a measure with which the Government would interfere. 











The principle of the compensating arrangement is that of the bird-' 
fountain, one of the simplest plans hitherto adopted for maintaining the 
water-level. The upper part, C, consists of an air-tight water-tank, into, 
which there is inserted a pipe, E, through which the water can flow into | | 
the measuring-chamber, but it is prevented from so doing until gas is | 
admitted to the top of the air-tight tank. The retention of the water in| | 
the tank depends entirely on the quantity and condition of the air or gas || 
in the space above it. If more air be admitted, a corresponding quantity || 
of water will flow down the pipe, and the same effect will be produced if! | 
the air in the tank be expanded by heat or by diminution of the pressure | | 
of the atmosphere. In Mr. Esson’s arrangement, the pipe E is always 
below the surface of the water in the ing-chamber, and the chief 
peculiarity of the invention consists in the insertion of an air-pipe, D, 
the lower opening of which is on a level with the true water-line, and the || 
upper part rises above the water in the supply-tank. When, therefore, | | 
the water in the measuring-chamber sinks lower than the orifice of the|; 
air-pipe, air is admitted to the top of the tank, and water flows through | 
the supply-pipe, E, until the orifice of theair-pipe be again sealed. Thisisa 
considerable improvement on the ordinary bird-fountain, in which the air 
is admitted in bubbles through the supply-pipe. Another peculiarity in | | 
Mr. Esson’s meter is the arrangement of the float, which is placed in the || 
supply-tank, and is connected with the inlet-valve by means of a spindle | ' 
that passes down the supply-pipe. By this means the want of water in|! 
the supply-tank is made ess by the descent of the float and the closing || 
of the inlet-valve. An overflow-pipe carries any superfluous quantity of | 
water into a waste-water box, B, at the bottom. e 

The introduction of the air-pipe, which is the principal feature of Mr. | 
Esson’s meter, does not remove the objection that has been raised to a} 
bird-fountain compensator on the ground that it is liable to be influenced | 
by variations in the pressure of the atmosphere and by changes of tempe- | | 
rature, but the water that flows down the supply-pipe in consequence of 
those changes is carried off by the overflow-pipe, and it does not alter the || 
true water-level. The inconvenience, if any, of such a meter is the re- 
quirement of a supply of water in the tank, but that would probably not | 
be needed more frequently than the usual times of inspection, and the |, 
diminished supply of gas caused by the sinking of the float would be a; 
sufficient warning that more water is wanted, even should the waste’ 
arising from the causes we have mentioned be greater than we supposes: | 


CITY OF LONDON COURT OF SEWERS. j 
GUILDHALL, TuEspay, JuLy 26. | 
At the Weekly Meeting of the Commissioners held this day—Deputy | 
CurisTIE in the chair— | 
The CLERK read a letter from Mr. Charles Pearson accepting the office of | 
pro tem. solicitor, to which he was appointed by a resolution of the last | 
court. j 
Mr. BARKLY gave notice that at the next meeting of the commissioners he | 
should move to rescind the appointment above referred to. 
CITY GAS COMPANY. | 
The Cierk read the following report of the Improvement Committee :— | 
To the Honourable the Commissioners of Sewers of the City of London. } 
Gentlemen,—We, your committee on improvements, to whom on the 19th of | 
April last it was referred ‘to take such steps as we may consider expedient to | | 
oppose the City of London Gas Company’s Bill in the House of Commons,”’ do cer- | | 
tify that we took steps (on the advice of your parliamentary solicitor, Mr. Ed. 
Tyrrell) to obtain important additional evidence to lay before the select committee 
of the House of Commons on the objectionable points in the bill under considera- || 
tion, and we have reason to believe such evidence could have been given as would 
have convinced unprejudiced persons that the work of manufacturing gas in Dorset | 
Street is injurious to health, and might have been removed therefrom to a distance | 
from the City of London without any serious loss to the City of London Gas Com-} 
pany. We had also felt it our duty to take steps for presenting such evidence to the | 
select committee, as would have effectually proved the injustice of the imputation 
on the Commissioners of Sewers conveyed to the committees of the Houses of Lords | | 
and Commons on behalf of the company. | 
We conferred with Lord John Russell on the public principle involved in this | 
measure, and laid before his lordship the annexed reasons which induced the com-) 
missioners to feel it their duty to oppose in Parliament the renewal of a power by} 
which the company in question are to be authorized to carry on the dangerous and | 
obnoxious business of manufacturing gas within this crowded City for ever, and} 
that too after having been frequently indicted, and now under a conviction for a| 
nuisance, and his lordship expressed in general terms his feeling that there were | 
good grounds for opposing such a bill. We also conferred with Lord John Manners, | 
the then Chief Commissioner of Works, upon the subject, but his lordship assured us | 
that he has no power of interference in the matter, except as a member of the House | 
of Commons, in which capacity he promised his attention to the bill. |! 
The bill was read a second time in the House of Commons on the 17th of June, 
last, and your honourable court having presented a petition against it, it was re-| 
ferred to a select committee consisting of the following members :—Mr. W. H.| 
Barrow (chairman), the Hon. R. H. Dutton, the Hon. W. Cavendish, Mr. H. E. C.! 
Ewing, and Mr. P. L. Powis. The committee met on Tuesday last, the 19th of July. | | 
The very extraordinary circumstances that then took place are best explained in the | | 
letter of Mr. Edward Tyrrell addressed to the clerk on that day, and laid before us | 


on the following day :— 
‘** House of Commons, July 19, 1859. | 

“ Dear Sir,—The committee have most unexpectedly decided that they will exclude | | 
evidence as to the financial history and condition of the company. This will ma-| 
terially affect the weight and effect of our evidence as to the cost of the removal of |! 
the works, and so completely preclude us from clearing the commissioners from the i 
injurious charges brought against them in Mr. Hope Scott’s speeches, both before | 
the Lords and in this committee, and, taken in connexion with other circumstances | 
which have occurred, indicates so clearly a strong bias against us in the minds of | | 
the committee, that our counsel have considered it expedient to withdraw from the 
opposition. 

“* Mr. Recorder is anxious to see the Improvement Committee upon the subject, and 
will thank you to summon them for that purpose at twelve for one o’clock to- 


morrow. 
**T am, dear Sir, yours respectfully, 

“To J. Daw, Esq., &e., &e. « E, TyrreEt.”’ 

Having been attended by the Recorder and Mr. Common Serjeant, the former ex- 
plained to us that having been stopped in his cross-examination of Mr. R. A. Gray, the 
chairman of the City Gas Company, on the financial condition of that company, and 
the committee having decided that they would not receive evidence upon that part 
of the question, and as he felt the case of the commissioners in explanation of their | | 
past proceedings, and also the grounds of their opposition to the bill, rested’ 
much on the questions included within the term objected to, he had felt it his duty, 
with the full t of the C Serjeant, and with the opinion of the other 
opponents of the bill in his favour, to withdraw from further opposition to the bill 
in committee. 

Under these circumstances we have decided on taking steps to endeavour to ob- 
tain the recommittal of the bill, or to oppose it on its third reading. 

We have, on Saturday last, conferred with the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department upon the position of the bill, with the view to obtain the assistance of 
the Government in preventing the continuance of this obnoxious manufacture 
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Under these circumstances we have only to express our regret that the efforts of | 
the commissioners to get rid of an obnoxious manufacture from this City have not | 
met with more success, 

On the motion—“ To agree with the committee in this report,” 

Mr. Ross said: I understand, sir, from the report that no effort has been 
made by us in the committee of the House of Commons to get a reduction of 
the < of gas to the minimum now charged by the Great Central Company. 

The CHAIRMAN : No, our counsel withdrew. 

Mr. De Jersey: But in reference to that question, Mr. Chairman, is it 
not a fact that the City Gas Company have altered the clauses in their bill 
so as to reduce the maximum price of gas from 6s. to ds. ? 

The CuHarrnMAN: I have understood so. 

Mr. De Jensry: But has not the fact been brought under the notice of 
the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN: It was mentioned incidentally. 

Mr. Dz Jersey: It appears to me as though it is a very material thing, 
and ought to have been put in the report. It was certainly stated in the 
committee in answer to a question addressed to the Remembrancer. 

The Cuarrman: If I understand the question of the honourable commis- 
sioner (Mr. Ross), it is ‘‘ Have the committee used their influence to get 
such a reduction ?”’ and I answer that we have used no influence, because 
our counsel withdrew. 

Mr. De Jersey: But it was dealt with as an important feature in the bill. 

Mr. Ross: Gentlemen, I can only regret that this matter has come to so lame 
and impotent a conclusion. Of course there were members of the court who 
foresaw all this; and though I do not pretend to be gifted with more wisdom 
than most men, yet I clearly foresaw that if the course recommended by the 
committee, and agreed to by this court, were adopted, we should be beaten 
upon the preamble of the bill, that we should lose our prestige with the com- 
mittee of the House of Commons, and should be unable to carry out, as far 
aa this commission is concerned, the views generally entertained in regard to 
obtaining clauses, and which I believe the public at large have a far greater 
interest in than they have in the sanitary question. And that is = how 
it has turned out. The committee of the House of Commons would not go 
into the financial question, and upon the sanitary question you could get no 
more evidence to support you (as I gather from the report), and then our 
law officers took no further interest in the matter, but backed out of it, 
emp all the important clauses to be dealt with as they might be. I think 
the public have reason to be angry and indignant with us for the course 
which has been pursued, If there has been any reduction in the price of 
gas introduced into the company’s bill. no thanks to us for it. If the maxi- 
mum price has been fixed at 5s.,I say very good ; but I say it should have been 
reduced still further, and shouid have been brought down to the price at 
which the Consumers’ Company are bound to supply it. What will be the 
effect of all this? If one company is able to charge 5s., the other company 
will want to do the same. I can understand it if the Great Central Gas 
Company want to play their own game, and get a higher price. I can under- 
stand why the fight upon the preamble should be abandoned if that company 
desire to effect an amalgamation, and to be able to charge 5s. per 1000 too. 
But I cannot understand how we, as representing the public, should abandon 
the opposition to the bill without an attempt to secure a reduction in the 
price of gas, and should leave these two companies to do as they please with 
the consumers at large. I can only say I am very sorry for the course which 
has been adopted by us. 

Mr. Barxty: I think the ratepayers have the most reason to complain 
about our conduct in this matter. It was stated in this commission that we 
had already spent a large sum of money about the opposition in the House 
of Lords, and it was distinctly affirmed that we had no chance of success in 
the House of Commons; but by a majority of one we were compelled to go 
on, and to expend the ratepayers’ money in taking the case before a com- 
mittee of that House. What the expense of doing so has been I am ata 
loss to know, but I am sure it is a large sum. 

The CHairmaAN: I think I should state to the court that the Recorder 
attended the improvement committee along with the Common Serjeant. The 
committee went fully into the matter, and the Recorder explained very 
clearly what were the reasons why he thought it was policy on the part of those 
who represented the commissioners to withdraw from further opposition. He 
stated that he had done so not only in the exercise of his own judgment, but 
after consulting with the common serjeant and several of the other counsel 
who were engaged to oppose the bill, and that they one and all said, “* We 
have no chance in this committee at all.’ The Recorder himself said, “* The 
sanitary point of the question is rather a weak one, and if we are shut out 
from the financial point, we have no chance.” But there were many obser- 
vations of the committee which led them to a that they stood no chance 
of success in opposing the preamble. Then there were several points which 
the committee put to the Recorder, respecting which the commissioners were 
very desirous that the gas company should come under regulations. The 
Recorder told the committee—* You will get all these, because the com- 
pany incorporate in their bill the Gas- Works Clauses Act, which brings them 
under certain regulations, which will, no doubt, answer the purpose of the 
commissioners.”” 

Mr. Dz Jersey: I have all along protestéd against the course which this 
commission have 3 in reference to the opposition to the bill in the House 
of Commons, and I have done what I could in my humble way to prevent 
the commission interfering beyond their duty. They were bound to act on 
public grounds, and in a spirit of justice to the ratepayers as well as to the 
company, who are entitled to justice as much as any. But I was overruled 
by the overwhelming eloquence of my friend opposite (Deputy Harrison), who 
came down here with a long statement of the history of the Great Central 
Gas Company from the beginning to the end, in which he showed the 
admirable efforts made by that company, and the resulting benefits to the 
public at large. He showed, moreover, that we, as a public body, had been 
always aiding and assisting them in their efforts for the public advantage, 
and that we ought to go on and do so again. That was the effect of his argu- 
ment, and by it he in uced the commissioners, which I very much regret, to 
proceed with the opposition. I was sorry to see on that occasion some commis- 
sioners, who are shareholders in the Great Central Company, attend and 
vote upon the question. It ought to have been a free and independent 
—_ and every man who voted ought to have been able to say, “lam 

ree from any connexion with any company in this matter.” But upon this 
question I put it to the court that we had done our duty to the public by 
opposing the bill in the House of Lords. We brought the gas company 
before the tribunal of a committee of that House,—we fad every opportunity 
which facts could give us to prove that the manufacture of gas in a great city 
like this is a great evil, and contrary to sound and good sanitary principles, — 
but we signally failed—utterly failed. All the evidence we endeavoured to 
get we could not get, because it had been engaged on the other side ; and we 

ad that conglomeration of testimony one sometimes sees, arrayed against 





us, where, one saying one thing, some one else at his elbow supplies facts in 
corroboration. The consequence was, the House of Lords decided in their 


favour, and public opinion has been against us from that moment. What 
has been the effect in the House of Commons? You went to Lord John 
Russell, and you say he seemed favourably disposed. He always is; but his 
very favourable opinion was proved by his voting against you. The very fact 
of his being favourably disposed would lead my mind to the conclusion that 
he meant to do so; and so he did. What I suggested to you in reference to 
this matter was that, having done your duty by opposing the bill in the 
House of Lords, you should throw it upon the House of Commons as a public 
uestion, to decide whether these works were or were not a nuisance. You 
should have said—‘“ Gentlemen, we have done everything that we ought to do 
in the House of Lords to establish the position we have taken ; now it is your 
duty to go on or not with the bill.” Now, I say that up to that time you 
had done nobly and manfully, and that if you had then thrown the onus and 
opprobrium, if any, upon the House of Commons, you would have been free ; 
you would have done your duty, and all that as Commissioners of Sewers 
you ought to have done. But what is the consequence of the course you 
adopted? Why, Alderman Cubitt presented the petition, and he had no one 
to support him. There was not even a vote. The amendment was at once 
withdrawn, and the bill at once sent to a committee. The bill went toa 
committee which you say in your report hada bias. I do not know how that 
could be, except it was the bias which every unprejudiced man had, that you 
were persecuting this company. That was a matter of common talk there, 
and it was said by persons who were applied to for their a you 
were carrying matters too far, and were persecuting the company. You have, 
therefore, taken upon yourselves a responsibility which you had no right to 
take in the matter, which you were not justified in taking; and the result 
roves it. ‘The committee naturally had a bias under the circumstances, and 
say again it was not your duty to adopt the course you did, that you ex- 
ceeded your duty in the way in which oe proceeded in the House of Commons, 
and therefore, I, for one, am not at all surprised at the result. Now, sir, do 
not let it go forth to the world that the views I now entertain are different 
to those I have always held. I assert now, as I have always asserted, that 
to come and establish gas-works in the City of London ought not to be 
rmitted, that the existence of such works in the City is a great evil. 
lieve it to be so, and I should like to see them removed ; but there is a way 
to do things. There are certain things which you may deem it very expe- 
dient to do which yet cannot be done. You must follow the law, and we 
went in this matter, to a certain extent, to contravene the law. — The com- 
mittee of the House of Commons passed the bill, and the House will pass the 
bill—and pass it without a division, too—and we shall have the oblequy re- 
maining upon us that we were the only parties that opposed it—and that will 
be another slur upon us—that we did it to aid another company, for which I, 
for one, have no care. 

Mr. Deputy Harrison : Is there any question before the court? 

Mr. De Jersey: Yes, I say there is. 

Mr. ABRAHAM: But my friend has not addressed the court upon that ques- 
tion. His speech would have been all very well when we met to consider 
whether we should oppose this bill in the House of Commons, but his speech 
is a little out of time now. I think it is a little too late for my friend to 
come forward to-day and blame the committee for opposing this bill in the 
House of Commons. It was decided by a majority of this court (whetber it 
was a majority of one or two it does not matter) that the opposition which 
we had cone ey a ig should be undertaken in the House of Lords should 
be continued in the House of Commons. The committee engaged in that oppo- 
sition obeyed the orders of the court, and they now bring up a report for 
your consideration; and I think it is hardly fair for my friend to go into a 
former discussion, when the only question before the court is, whether you 
will adopt the report which the committee have submitted to you. The 
court having decided that the opposition in the House of Commons should be 
continued, what did the committee do? They collected as much further and 
additional evidence as they could to carry out = wishes ; and they were 
enabled to obtain a large mass of evidence, which was extremely valuable as 
regards the assertions of counsel on the other side, and which would have 
shaken those assertions to the centre. It was asserted on the other side it 
would ruin the company to be obliged to remove their works. We had 
evidence to show that it would be beneficial to them, and that they would 
actually be money in pocket. This evidence was obtained by sending abroad 
to ascertain what has been done; then by taking surveys of all the ground 
they would have to ‘ through—by ascertaining where land for the purpose 
of such works could be obtained, what would be the cost of the land, and 
what the expenses of erecting works there; and then by computing the value 
of the land where the works at present are. The whole thing was complete 
as far as the financial part of the question was concerned, and it would have 
entirely shaken the statements which were made on this point in the House 
of Lords. There can be no question that it was this matter—the expense of 
removing the works of the company—which had more weight in the House 
of Lords than any question of the health of the public. 

Mr. De Jersey: No, no; it was entirely the consideration of the effect 
upon the public health. 

Mr. ApRAHAM: No doubt the weight of evidence was against us on both 
points in the committee. When you come to deal with vested interests in 
the House of Lords, you touch them upon the most susceptible point which 
could be addressed to them; and if you make them sensible that large 
pecuniary interests are involved, everything else is secondary. I do say, 
therefore, that one part of the case on which they strongly relied in the 
House of Lords, and on which we were weak and they were strong, we were 
now in a position to sweep entirely away; but when the counsel engaged for 
us found that they were not allowed to go into that part of the evidence, it 
is not unfair for us to suppose that there was a bias in the minds of the 
committee against us. My friend, therefore, is not right in ie * that we 
were not justified in ascribing such a bias to the committee. Now with 
regard to the other part of the affair. Mr. Ross blames us because we 
did not endeavour to get certain clauses inserted in the bill which he 
thinks were necessary for the protection of the public. In answer to that 
I may say that this point was not lost sight of by your committee. We 
suggested it to counsel, who advised us that the public would be sufficiently 
protected without such clauses by the provisions of a bill now passing 
through the House of Commons, in addition to the fact that the mains of the 
Great Central ary! run through the City side by side ‘with those of the 
City Company. But the advice of counsel was, that we should endeavour to 
get the bill recommitted, or, if we could not succeed in doing that, we should 
get a clause inserted limiting the period during which gas might continue to 

manufactured in the City of London. Placed in this position, what else 
could the committee do, seeing that everything they had attempted to do had 
gone against them, than bring up such a report as that which has been pre- 
sented? It is for you to say whether you approve of that report. If you 
think that, be the results what they may (and I consider they are very un- 
fortunate), the committee have done their duty, you will adopt their report ; 
if not, — will censure them, and deal with the report as you think proper. 











Mr. Youne: A statement was made in the papers as to the reason for your i 
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opposition to this bill, and the name of Mr. Charles Pearson was mentioned 
in connexion with it. 1 wish to know whether he was called in support of 
your case in the House ? 7 

The CuarrMan : No, neither directly nor indirectly; but I believe he was 
in the House under the idea and hope of being examined as a witness, but it 
was quite unconnected with the commission. 

The motion for the adoption of the report was then agreed to. 


STRIKE OF THE LONDON GAS WORKMEN. 

During the past week, although the circumstance has been unknown to the 
general public, a very large portion of the metropolis has been on the point 
of being consigned to utter darkness, consequent on a threatened, as well 
as an actual strike amongst the workmen in the employment of some of the 

rincipal London gas companies. There is but little doubt of the fact, that 
fad it not been for the vigilance of the managers of the Imperial and other 
large gas companies, London might have been suddenly deprived of gas 
light during a portion of the past week, an event which would, no doubt, 
| have resulted in serious injury to the public. 

The first intimation of any dissatisfaction on the part of the men was 
| amongst those employed by the Chartered Company, whose works are in 
| Westminster, and who supply the Houses of Parliament, as well as the royal 
| palaces of Buckingham and St. James’s, with gas. So alarming did the 
matter appear to the authorities of that and other companies, that on Saturday, 
' the 28rd ult., a meeting was held at the offices of the Equitable Gas Company 
|in John Street, Adelphi, of*the representatives of the several London gas 
| companies ‘on urgent and pressing business.” It then transpired that the 
‘meeting had been convened at the instigation of the Chartered Gas Company, 
| in consequence of the stokers, &c., having struck work at their Westminster 
|station for an increase of five shillings per week wages, and for the working 
| day to be reduced from twelve to ten hours. It was apprehended that the 
| proceeding on the part of the employds might extend to other companies, 
| and it was deemed advisable to call the representatives of the various gas 
|companies together in order that some steps might be devised for their 
mutual protection, and also to sccure the public against the danger and 
pa =a of such a probable result as the placing any portion of the metro- 
olis in utter darkness might produce. It appeared that on the strike at the 

hartered Company’s works taking place, the engineer of the company had 
obtained the services of afew men from the works of the South Metro- 
— and Surrey Consumers’ Companies on this emergency, to whom had 

en awarded the increased wages which had been demanded by the 
Chartered Company’s own men who had struck. After discussing the matter 
for some time the result arrived at by the meeting was that the engineers of 
the various companies should endeavour to provide themselves with a suffi- 
cient number of men to meet the contemplated extension of the strike; but 
that in the event of their failing to doso at the moment, rather than put the 
metropolis in darkness they should yield to the compulsory demands 
of the workmen until such time as they were prepared with others 
to replace them. It was also resolved that the engineers of the several 
companies should confer together on the proper measures to be taken 
to secure the public against any evil results. Acting on these sugges- 
tions the Imperial Gas Company lost no time in making preparations 
for any emergency. Some of the principal coal-owners were applied to, 
but in consequence of the coal-whippers being out on the strike there was 
afear entertained that but little assistance could be obtained from that 
quarter. Several of the large firms promised, however, to do what they 
could. Thus the matter rested till Wednesday last, when, as had been anti- 
cipated, the example from the Chartered works had become diffused amongst 
the men employed at the works of the Imperial Gas Company at Maiden 
Lane and Haggerstone. On the arrival of the chief engineer of the latter 
company at the St. Pancras works, in Maiden Lane, he found that the 
stokers, retort-house men, and the labourers generally, demanded not only a 
much greater increase of wages than had been claimed by the Chartered 
Company’s men who had struck, but, in addition, they required a reduction 
of labour from twelve to ten hours yer diem, with a day’s holiday once a 
month. These men in a body presented a memorial setting forth their de- 
mands, which were as follows:—Firemen to have 38s. per week, instead of 
30s., as at present ; scoop drawers 37s., instead of 30s.; men in front of scoop 
35s., instead of 30s.; coke-hole men 28s., instead of 24s. 6d.; coal-wheelers 
27s., instead of 21s.; and ‘pipe jumpers”’ in proportion. This demand was 
at once replied to by the directors, whose meeting day it happened to be, 
with a peremptory refusal, and the night gang, who had been waiting for 
an answer, at once left the works. The day men, although adhering to the 
demands, stated their intention of staying to finish their day’s work. The 
law, however, would have punished them by imprisonment for leaving their 
work without notice. Prior to any men leaving they were warned of the 
consequences of the act they were about to commit, and informed that any 
man who left his employment that day would never be employed again, or 
under any circumstances whatever, be permitted to enter the premises of the 
company. Although this was the case, it turned out that some 150 or 160 
men struck at the St. Pancras works, and a considerable number also from 
their works at Haggerstone. Those who thus chose to leave were at once 
iy their wages. In the meantime the managers of the Imperial Company 

ad taken measures to procure the necessary labour, and, by the assistance 
of Mr. Herbert Clarke, of the Great Northern Railway Company coal depart- 
ment and others interested in the manufacture of gas, some 300 efficient 
workmen telegraphed for, had arrived from Yorkshire and the mining and 
smelting districts, and were in readiness, although their arrival in London 
was kept secret, to take the places of those who had struck at a moment’s 
notice. As a further precautionary measure, Sir G. C. Lewis, the Home 
Secretary, Sir Richard Mayne, and the magistrates of the Clerkenwell Police 
Court had been communicated with, and a police force was kept in reserve, 
so as to prevent the men on strike congregating in the vicinity of the works, 
and attempting to intimidate or prevent the new men, or those who refused 
to turn out, from working. These precautionary measures had the intended 
effect. Although the “turn outs’’ were to be seen here and there in groups, 
when the time arrived for the new batch of night men to go on, on Wednes- 
day night, they never molested any one, and the work was performed with- 
out the slightest interruption. 

The committee of the directors felt it, however, to be their duty to sit 
daily, and on Thursday they gave instructions to the engineer to have the 
names of all the men who had struck recorded, so that, as soon as possible, 
orders might be issued that not one of them should enter the works on an 
account again, and that the names of such men might be forwarded to all 
the other companies, so that they may be known if they apply for employ- 
ment. 

The strike at the works of the a Company and the character of the 
demands of the men are inexplicable. Only a week or two back the com- 
pany gave the whole of the men employed on their works a day’s holiday, 
conveyed them and their families in vans to and from Epping Forest, where 
they were provided with an excellent dinner and tea at the company’s ex- 
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pense. The company also contribute £250 per annum to the sick fund of the 
men engaged on their works. None of the men who have struck are 
mechanics, but stokers, firemen, and labourers ; the wages of 30s. per week 
would seem, therefore, to be far from being illiberal. The labour is cer- 
tainly very distressing from the intense heat, but it is not continuous. The 
retorts are drawn at intervals of about half an hour, during which the men 
rest, and then resume their labour. Moreover, in addition to the 30s. per 
week, each man is allowed by the company a considerable quantity of beer 
during his labour. 

There has not been a strike amongst gas workpeople of any magnitude 
since the period of the Trades Unions, twenty-five years ago. Those who 
then threw themselves out of employment either brought themselves or 
their families to the workhouse, or emigrated to America. It is possible that 
asimilar result will follow the strike which has just taken place. 


Latest Particulars. 

During the early part of the week the strike was confined to the work- 
people of the Chartered Company’s works at Westminster, and in conse- 
quence of the suddenness of the strike that company were induced to give way 
to the demands of the men for an increased wage of five shillings each man, 
with a diminution of labour from tweive to ten hours per day. This, 
coupled with the turn out of the Imperial Company’s men at their works at 
Maiden Lane and Shoreditch on Wednesday, constituted the extent of the 
strike up to that period. On Friday, however, it became evident that the 
combination was of a far more extensive character; and that men holding 
higher positions than mere firemen and stokers were, if not actually con- | 
cerned in the movement, by no means unfriendly toit. It was also as- | 
certained that the men at the Chartered Company’s works, whose demands | 
had been acceded to, were acting in concert with the men of other companies’ 
works ; and there was a tacit understanding that those who remained in| 
employment should aid those who struck for the higher wage and a lesser | 
amount of labour. About midday on Friday it was announced that the strike | 
had become general at the works of the London, the Equitable, the South 
ae the Pheenix, the City, and the Great Central Gas Companies, | 
as well as at the works of the Surrey Gas Consumers’ Company, similar) 
demands having been made upon each company as those made by the men at) 
the Imperial Company’s works. The men at the Imperial Company’s Ful- | 
ham works also struck on Friday night. The object of the strike on the | 
Friday was believed by the authorities of the gas companies to be the hope 
of getting the companies into difficulty, and thus bringing them to terms, 80 | 
as to prevent their being able to give the extraordinary supply of gas required 
on Saturday night, as compared with other nights in the week. The great} 
difficulty the gas companies will have to contend with is that of obtaining a| 
sufficient number of hands to supply the place of the turn-outs. Telegraphs | 
have been forwarded, and drafts of men were expected hourly to arrive from | 
Manchester, Liverpool, Birmingham, and other large provincial towns, who 
had been employed in the local gas-works. So far as the Imperial Company 
were concerned, in addition to a number of men from the mining districts, 
they have succeeded in securing the services of a large number of German 
sugar bakers from the eastern districts of the metropolis; but so great is their | 
apprehension of the men being either tampered with or maltreated by the | 
turn-outs, that during the last three or four nights the company have pro- | 
vided the men with straw beds, and victual them at their own expense on| 
the works. The danger to be apprehended is that whether, after these men 
had taken their wages yesterday, they will be got back again. On Friday 
night, in many of the metropolitan districts, the public lamps were not | 
lighted till after nine o’clock, and then lighted in such a way as to economize || 
the gas as much as possible. In some instances the companies will have, |; 
until they get a fresh supply of men to work, to depend entirely on their | 
stock in hand in the gasometers. In the Chelsea district, lighted by the || 
London Company, on Friday night, the whole of the district was in a state || 
of semi-darkness, and great apprehensions are entertained that to-night some || 
districts will be entirely without light. | 

All day yesterday the various companies were using extraordinary exertions 
and great vigilance to secure the services of men capable of understanding 
and performing the work, and the occurrence has entailed on the engineers, || 
and other superior officers of the respective companies, a vast amount of 
exciting labour. The Government and the police are, however, fully alive 
to what has taken place, and Sir Richard Mayne has adopted measures to 
meet any emergency that may arise. Indeed the importance of such an | | 
occurrence cannot be too much insisted on. The strike of the gas labourers | 
is of more consequence to the general public than that of the builders, or any | 
other trade strikes. Had this strike taken place in the winter, instead of the 
present period of the year, the companies would have had no alternative but ' 
to have acceded to the workmen’s demands. They have now the fullest con- | 
fidence that, through the mutual assistance each company is able to afford | 
the other, the present difficulty will be overcome. Too much praise cannot | 
be afforded to the companies for the measures they have already taken for | | 
the public safety.—Odserver. | 


| 
STOKE, FENTON, AND LONGTON GAS COMPANY. | 
The Half-Yearly Meeting of the Shareholders was held at the Town | 
Hall, Stoke-upon-Trent, on Thursday last, July 28. The chairman of the 
company, F. W. Tomlinson, Esq., presided, and commenced the proceed-| 
ings by calling upon the manager, Mr. Young, to read the report of the | 
directors. The following particulars were comprised therein, referring to the 
contest with the rival company in Longton, and the law suit resulting from 
it. The financial state of the company’s affairs were of a very satisfactory 
character.—“‘ It would be in the recollection of the proprietors that an indict- 
ment for a nuisance had been prepared, and was pending against the Long- 
ton Gas Company (Limited), and others, which the defendants declined to 
have tried at the Quarter Sessions, and it was, therefore, removed by your 
directors into the Court of Queen’s Bench, and came on for trial at Stafford, 
at the assizes, in March last. The result was that, by the consent of counsel, | 
a verdict of guilty was taken against the principal defendants, subject toa 
case embodying the facts, to be argued at Westminster, before the full court. | 

















The case was accordingly prepared by the counsel for this company, but the 
final settlement of it has hitherto been evaded by various pretences for delay 
interposed by the legal advisers of the defendants, and the question in dis- 

ute cannot now be brought for adjudication before next November Term. 

eantime the new company commenced lighting in the Longton district, 
and succeeded in inducing some of the customers of this company, who were 
shareholders, or otherwise interested in the new company, and others, to use 
their gas. The consequence was a competition in price between the two 
companies. It was at first reduced by both to 3s. per 1000 feet, and since, 
by this company, to 2s. per 1000, in which they have not been followed by 
the new one ey We are, therefore,’ now offering gas to the inhabitants 
of Longton at a lower rate than other companies, whilst the directors fear- 
lessly challenge a se pe of the quality of their gas. Under these cir- 
cumstances, it is hardly credible that the inhabitants who are not share-| 
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holders will give their custom to the new company at the sacrifice of their 
own pecuniary interest.” A dividend of 6 per cent. for the half year was 
recommended by the directors, who expressed a desire to maintain a reserve- 
fund of ample amount, to meet the heavy law expenses in which the com- 
pany is engaged, and all other contingencies. 

The accounts were read by the manager, and were adopted by the meeting, 
and passed. After a short discussion respecting the points raised in the 
report, a vote of thanks was pans to the chairman and board of directors, 
and the proceedings, which had been quite unanimous, were brought to a 
conclusion. 

In the evening, the directors and manager dined at the Railway Hotel. 
Dinner was served in an admirable manner, and the dessert included some 
remarkably fine grapes and pines, grown and presented by William Baker, 
Esq., of Fenton, the deputy-chairman. 


LORD REDESDALE’S SALE OF GAS BILL. 
DEPUTATION TO THE HOME SECRETARY. 

A deputation upon the subject of the Measurement of Gas Bill, now before 
Parliament, had an interview, on Thursday last, with the Right. Hon. G. C. 
Lewis, Secretary of State for the Home Department, at the Home Office, 
Whitehall. The deputation consisted of the following gentlemen :—Lord 
Henley, M.P., Lord Ashley, M.P., Mr. H. B. Sheridan, M.P., Mr. Garnett, 
M.P., Mr. Bristow, M.P., Mr. Foster (chairman of the Licensed Victuallers’ 
Asylum), Mr. Firmin (army contractor), Mr. Collinson, Mr. Donald (pro- 

rietor of St. James’s Hall), Mr. C. H. Minchin (of Manchester), Mr. 
Btanesby, Mr. Octavius Symonds (of Chelsea), Mr. Marriott (parliamentary 
agent to the bill), Mr. Mansell, Mr. Chaplin, Mr. John Lilwall (secretary to 
the committee), and other gentlemen. 

Mr. SHERIDAN introduced the deputation, and shortly explained the 
objects of the bill. It was computed that £5,000,000 of money were annually 
paid for this commodity, and yet there exists no law by which its measure- 
ment could be regulated. In France, Belgium, and America there existed 
laws applicable to this specific article, but in this country, while the weight 
and measurement of all other articles of consumption are amenable to in- 
spection and control, gas alone is exempt. There is no doubt that the con- 
sumer is often charged for a great deal more than he has burnt, and yet he 
has no legal remedy. The bill had passed through the House of Lords, 
Lord Redesdale, who had had the conduct of the bill through that House, had 
taken various opinions at great length upon it, and had carefully considered 
each clause. The faults of the present system are‘obvious; there is no remedy 
| against any injustice, however glaring. If, in this country, there existed a 
law by which such articles as oil and tallow are sold by weight and measure, 
why not then include gas, which was a substitute for those articles ? 

Mr. Marriott said the clauses of the bill were framed, as far as possible, 
on those which applied to all other weights and measures. It would require 
no new department; the same machinery which now existed for enforcing 
the law as to other weights and measures would, with some slight extension, 
be sufficient to meet the requirements of this bill. 

Sir G. Lewis: Do you anticipate any opposition ? 

Mr. Marriott: No, except it may be from Scotland. 

Mr. Garnett, M.P., said the bill had passed with but very slight opposi- 
tion through the House of Lords, and they wished now to enlist the Govern- 
ment support to the bill in the House of Commons. The measure, no doubt 
was a most equitable one, and should give satisfaction both to consumers and 
companies. 

Sir G. Lewss : Is this the whole of the measure ? 

Mr. Bristow said—Yes, it only related to the measurement of gas, and was 
simply designed to subject this commodity to the same supervision as other 
articles are at present subjected to. 

Mr. Litwat: Referring to ~~ question, Sir George, as to whether there 
was any opposition to the bill, I would venture to observe that we are not 
cognizant of any, and we feel that there at least should be no opposition to it, as 
| the measure is a most equitable one, simply guaranteeing the consumer against 
being charged for a larger quantity of gas than he has used. It is hoped the 
bill will be allowed to pass during the present session, but in case it should 
be necessary to refer this matter to a committee, we are in possession-of a 
mass of evidence on the subject, which will go to show most indisputably that 
a large number of meters have been registering unfairly against the consumer 
to the extent of 10, 20, and in some cases 30, 40, and even 50 per cent. I beg 
to introduce Mr. Donald, the proprietor of St. James’s Hall, who can speak 
from experience of the present system. 
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Mr. Donaxp said: Up till last Christmas I had all my gas from ‘the 
Chartered Gas Company, and their consecutive quarterly bills were to that 
[et as follows :—£64, £41. 8s. 3d., £26. 10s., £18. 11s., and £31. 2s, 6d. 

, at Christmas last, gave the Western Company, at their solicitation, one- 
third of my gas consumption, and these are their two quarters’ bills, from 
Christmas to March, £108. 10s., and from March to June, £4. 17s. I was 
struck with the great disproportion between the bills of the respective com- 
panies, and still more so at the disparity between the bills of the Western 
Company for the two quarters specified, and on my appealing to the latter 
company, I was informed they could give me no explanation; that such was 
the registration of the meter, and I must pay accordingly. I find I have no 
remedy, as there is no law by which meters are or can be tested. This will 
remedy such glaring evils, and enable the consumer to have some control over 
gas companies. 

Sir G. Lewis said no doubt local Acts, where there were any, were very in- 
adequate to meet the evils complained of, and that a general Act for the whole 
country was much required. 

The deputation, having thanked the right honourable gentleman for his 
courtesy, withdrew. 


LIGHTING PICTURE GALLERIES BY GAS. 
REPORT OF THE COMMISSION APPOINTED TO CONSIDER THE SUBJECT OF 
LIGHTING PICTURE GALLERIES BY GAS. 

The Commission, consisting of Professors Faraday, Hofmann, and Tyn- 
dall, Mr. R. Redgrave, R.A., and Captain Fowke, R.E., appointed for the 
purpose of reporting to the Lords of the Committee of Privy Council on 
Education, ‘‘ On the Lighting of Picture Galleries by Gas, and on any pre- 
cautions (if necessary) against the escape of gas, and the products of its 
combustion,” having met at various times, and considered the subject 
referred to them, now make the following report :— 

There is nothing innate in coal gas which renders its application to the 
illumination of picture galleries objectionable. Itslight, though not so white 
as that of the sun, is equally harmless; its radiant heat may be rendered 
innocuous by placing a sufficient distance between the gas jets and the pic- 
tures, while the heat of combustion may be rendered eminently serviceable in 
promoting ventilation. 

Coal gas may be free from sulphuretted hydrogen compounds, and in London 
is so at the present time; it then has little or no direct action on pictures. 
But it has not as yet been cleansed from sulphide of carbon, which, on com- 
bustion, yields sulphurous acid gas capable of producing 22} grains of sulphuric 
acid 4 100 cubic feet of present London coal gas.* It is not safe to per- 
mit this product of the combustion to come in contact with pictures, painted 
either in oil or water colours; and the commission are emphatically of 
opinion that in every system of permanent gas lighting for picture or sculp- 
ture galleries, provision should be made for the effectual exclusion or with- 
7 of the products of combustion from the chambers containing the works 
of art. 

The commission have examined the Sheepshanks Gallery, as an experi- 
mental attempt to light pictures with gas, and are of opinion that the process 
there carried out, fulfils the condition of effectually illuminating the pictures, 
and at the same time, removing the products of combustion. According to 
the indications of the thermometer required and obtained, it does this in 
harmony with, and in aid of, the ventilation, and does not make a difference 
of more than one degree Fahrenheit at the parts where the pictures are 
placed, between the temperatures, before and after the gas is lighted. 

Certain colour tests, consisting of surfaces covered with white lead, or with 
vegetable and mineral colours (especially the more fugitive ones), and in 
which also boiled linseed oil, magylp, and copal varnish were employed as 
vehicles, had been prepared, and were, when dry, covered one-fourth with 
mastic varnish, one-fourth with glass, one-fourth with both mastic varnish 
and glass, and one-fourth left uncovered. 

Sixteen of these have been placed for nearly two years in different situa- 
tions, in some of which gas has been used, in others not. They give no indi- 
cations respecting the action of coal gas (except injury from heat in one 
placed purposely very near to, and above the gas-burners), but seven of them 
show signs of chemical change in the whites, due to either a town atmo- 
sphere, or want of ventilation. 

The most injured is that from the National Gallery, Charing Cross; and 
the next is from a country privy; the third, much less changed, is from the 
House of Commons; the fourth is from the Barber Surgeons Hall; the fifth 
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Syphons, 2 q ees it eat } 0/14 0113 6 = 5| 040 3 Whitstable ....cccccscecece ont © Stettin ......... Sececeseeeees -- 10100 
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from the Bridgewater Gallery ; thesixth from the Royal Society ; the seventh 
from the British museum. 
The remaining tests, hung in the— 
pshanks Gallery, South Kensington ; : 
Secretary’s room at South Kensington, where no gas is used ; 
Mr. Henry Drummond’s drawing-room at Albury Park, Surrey ; 
Sealed up and kept in a closet in the Secretary’s room ; 
Lambeth Palace, vestibule of the staircase ; 
British Institution Picture Gallery ; ’ 
Windsor Castle, room with a north aspect, without gas; 
Mr. T. Baring’s Picture Gallery, No. 41, Upper Grosvenor Street, fre- 
quently lit with gas, 
present no observable change in this respect. ae 
Though apart from the especial subject submitted to the commission, the 
members cannot resist a recommendation that this kind of trial, which is 
especially a painter’s experiment, should be continued for a longer period, 
and indeed be carried out on a more extensive scale. 
The commission think it right to state, that they were unanimous on all 
the — to which their attention had been called, or which are referred to 
in 


is report, 
- (Signed) 





M. Farapay. 

A. W. Hormann, 

Joun TYNDALL. 

Ricup. REDGRAVE. 

Francis FowxeE, Captain, R. E. 
South Kensington, July 20, 1850. 


ARTESIAN WELL AT CHARLESTON, S.C.—This well is tubed to the depth 
of 1320 feet, and supplies 100,000 gallons of water every twenty-four hours, 
Its temperature when it reaches the surface is about 83 degrees of Fabr., its 
taste is slightly alkaline, and it is thought to have some medicinal qualities, 
Glass deposited in it for a few hours receives an iridescent coating similar to 
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use of horses, which manifest a singular avidity for it, many of them refusing 
to drink at their stables in the morning in the expectation of receiving their 
supply at the trough on their way to their stands.—Scientific American, 


Tue MerropouiTaN BoarD oF Worxks.—Contracts have recently been 
entered into for two additional sections of the main drainage works. For the 
construction of the southern high-level sewer, the following tenders were 


sent in :— 





Mr.Geo. Myers . . . .- . £242,750 0 0 
Mr. W. Lavers . . .. - . 229,000 0 0 
Mr. W. Downes . . . . . . ~~. ~~ 228,760 0 0 
Messrs. Detheck and Thirst . . . . 223,000 0 0 
Mr.W.H. Roe . ... . - + + 218,600 0 0 
Mr. W. Moxon:.-. . 3 . . « « 217,800 0 0 
Mr. Thomas Lucas . .. . . . 217,000 0 0 
Messrs. J. N. Helling and Co. . 217,000 0 0 
Mr. W. Webster. . . . . . . « 216,750 0 0 
For the Acton branch the tenders were as follows :— 
Mr. W. H. Roe . . £10,640 0 0 
Mr. Detheck . . . . 10,500 0 0 
Messrs. J. and S. Williams . 10,200 0 0 
Me. Yoomam . . «tt 10,157 0 0 
i See ee ee 10,129 0 0 
Messrs. J.andE. Bird . . ... - 9,945 0 0 
> 5 « = « « « © * 9,890 0 0 
Mr. R. Robinson. . . 9,454 0 0 
Mr. Geo. Oxlow. . . . - 9,351 10 0 
Messrs. Walter and Neave . . 8,850 0 0 


The tenders accepted were those of Messrs. J. N. Helling and Co. and Messrs. 
Walter and Neave.—The engineer reported that 763 tons of chalk lime and 
78 tons of chloride of lime have been used during the past week for deodo- 
rizing the sewers, at acost of £2554, making a total consumption of 2872 tons 
of chalk lime and 134 tons of chloride of lime, at a cost of about £7995 during 


that at the artesian well of Grenelle, near Paris. A trough near the well, on 


one of the great thoroughfares of the city, is supplied with this water for the 





the present season, 





Advertisements. 








structible by heat, and are warranted to last 


80s. per 1000 at Nine Elms Station. 
Works: Poo.e, Dorset. 


OBERT MACLAREN and CO., 
EGLINTON FOUNDRY, GLASGUW, 
Manufacturers of all sizes of Cast-Iron Main Pipes, by 
an improved Patent. General Ironfounders, Gas En- 

gineers, and Wrought-Iron Tube Makers. 


bricks. 





twice as long as Stourbridge, Newcastle, or Welsh 


INSON FIRE BRICKS are inde- | 







»; 


PHILLIPS, 
55, SKINNER STREET, SNOW HILL. 
PATENTEE and MANUFACTURER of all kinds 
of Apparatus for Cooking, Heating Baths, Conserva- 
tories, &c., by Gas, and general Gas-Fitter by Appoint- 
ment. 








TLLIAM STEPHENSON & SONS, 
THROCKLEY, 
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 
MANUFACTURERS or EVERY DESCRIPTION oF 
FIRE BRICKS, CLAY RETORTS, LUMPS, TILES, 
ec. &e. 

LONDON OFFICES: 
76, KING WILLIAM STREET, CITY. 
A large stock of Fire-Clay Goods always on hand in 
London, at the lowest wharf prices, at Messrs. 
Curistiz & Co.’s Wharf,64, Bankside, SouTHWARK. 


THE PURIFYING-HOUSE SUPERSEDED, 


R. LAMING (Inventor of the 
Revivified Oxide of Iron Purification) has the 
tisfaction to that Gas may now be purified 
in a manner that combines unusual commercial ad- 
vantages with all the possible requirements of the 
sanitary officer and the public. All that need be said 
to call attention, to.the new process is, that instead of 
the purifying-house, two vessels of small area, placed 
after the condenser, suffice; that these vessels never 
have the least communication with the atmosphere ; 
and that neither lime, oxide, nor any other substance 
foreign to the gas itself is brought into contact with 
it. Gas engineers will perceive among the advantages 
thus offered, economy in room, labour, and materials ; 
impossibility of nuisance; and total absence of injury 
to the illuminating power. 
Particulars by addressing RicHarD LAMING, 118, 
FENCHURCH STRERT. 








| principles, are more capable of resisting strains, in 


| C.E., Chichester, Sussex. 


ROUGHT-IRON Guides for Gas- 


HOLDERS, when Trussed upon scientific 


every direction, than Cast Columns ofany form can be; 
and weigh only one-fifth as much as the latter. 
Designs and Working Drawings for Guides and ‘Ties 
can be obtained of the Inventor, CHARLES Dixon, 





ANNEL and COAL of the best de- 
scriptions for making GAS and COKE. 
(As per Analyses.) 

GAS CANNEL, 17s., 15s. 6d., and 14s. per ton. 

GAS COAL, Ls. 6d., 9s. 6d., and 8s. 6d. per ton. 

STEAM COAL, 10s., 93. 6d., and 9s. per ton. 

All free on board Vessels in Liverpool. 

Handpicked Cannel and Coal about 10 per cent. 
additional. Concession in prices made for large 
quantities. 

GAS APPARATUS of all descriptions, and on the 
most approved principles; also Purifying and other 
materials supplied. 

ANALYSES, PLANS, and ESTIMATES, and other 
information required, and the highest references fur- 
nished on application. 

CONTRACTS for Materials and Works entered into. 

No charge made for Superintending Shipments, Pre- 
paring Bills of Lading, or passing Entries. 


EMANUEL TURNER and CO., 


Exrort OFFICES: 





34, CASTLE STREET, LIVERPOOL. 


: PATENT FLEXIBLE GAS TUBING, 
VULCANIZED INDIARUBBER HOSE-PIPES, 
WASHERS, PACKING, &c. 


J AMES LYNE HANCOCK begs to 
anuounce a considerable REDUCTION in PRICE 

VULCANIZED INDIARUBBER 
TUBING. 


VULCANIZED INDIARUBBER AIR-TIGHT 
BAGS, any size, for Gas Mains, with flexible tubes 
attached, and fitted with stop-cocks complete. 

Manufactory and Warehouse, No. 6, Goswell Road, 
Lonpon (E.C.). 


HARLES BOTTEN and SON, 
ENGINEERS & METER-MAKERS, 
CRAWFORD PASSAGE, RAY STREET, 
CLERKENWELL, LONDON (E. C.). 
Manufacturers of Station and Patent Protector Con- 
sumers’ Meters, Patent Slide-Valves, Gas-Fittings, 
Pipes, &c. 
Also, High-pressure Cocks, Hydrants, Closets, and 
all Water-Fittings. 


DDISON POTTER, 
WILLINGTON QUAY, 
NEAR NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE, 
Manufacturer of Clay Retorts, Fire Bricks, and every 
description of Fire Clay Goods. 


(AST. IRON Retorts, Socket Pipes. 
with Syphons and all requisite Connexions, Lamp 
Columns, Wrought Iron Tubing, Valves,Street Lamps, 
Sight Holes, Furnace Doors, Ash Pans, Charging ana 
Coke Shovels, Iron Pails and Coke Barrows, Cross 
Bars, Fire Pots, Pumps, Iron Borings. 

PURIFIERS, CONDENSERS, and SCRUBBERS 
erected complete, or the materials supplied; with every 
description of goods in use by Gas- Works, in stock, on 
wholesale prices, at 

Mr. LYNCH WHITE’S, 
Old Barge Iron Wharf, Upper Grouud Street, 
LONDON. 


of his PATENT 














PHOTOMETERS, PRESSURE-GAUGES, TEST-METERS 


WILLIAM SUGG, 


GAS ENGINEER, anp GENERAL GAS APPARATUS MANUFACTURER, 


19 and 20, MARSHAM STREET, WESTMINSTER. 
WATER and DRY GAS-METERS, with all the latest improvements. 


Improved GOVERNORS of all kinds. 
STATION-METERS of first-class quali 


GOVERNORS for Street Lamps, 36s. per dozen. 


STREET-LAMP LAVA BURNERS, cased in Brass, 24s, per gross—to burn 2}, 3}, 4, and 5 feet per hour. 
Argand, Sun-Ring, Photometer, and all kinds of Burners In Lava. 


ty. 
, GASHOLDERS, &c. 





fluids passing through them. 





WILLIAM PARKINSON AND GCQ., 


(SUCCESSORS TO THE LATE SAMUEL CROSLEY,) 


COTTAGE LANE, CITY ROAD LONDON, ‘ 
Beg to announce that, in addition to the Manufacture of he 


GAS-METERS, 


they continue the Manufacture of 


METERS FOR MEASURING WATER, SPIRITS, &c., 
commenced, under Patent in 1849, by the late Mr. William Parkinson. 
These Meters are as simple and durable as the Gas-Meter, and as correct as that instrument in the registration of the 
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T and GREGSON, Gas-Meter 
MANUFACTURERS, &c. 
UNION STREET, OLDHAM. 

Station and Experimental Meters, Gas Pressure 
Registers, Gauges, Experimental Gasholders, Go- 
vernors, Slide Valves, &c. &c. 

W. and G. would respectfully call the attention of 
Gas Engi sand M to their Station-meters, 
having made and erected the largest in use at the 
present time, two of which may be seen at the Stock- 
port and Liverpool Gas Works, on application to the 
|j respective Engineers. 


ILLIAM CLIBRAN’S Patent 
MERCURIAL GAS-GOVERNOR FOR 
STREET LAMPS, 

W. C, begs respectfully to call the attention of Gas 
Companies to his PATENT GAS-GOVERNOR for 
STREET LAMPS, upwards of 3000 of which are now in 
use on Public Lamps. By their use any given quantity 
of Gas per hour may be consumed with the tap full 
open whatever the increase of pressure may be, thus 
preventing a great waste of Gas in many of the Lamps, 
and securing to the public an uniform light. Prices, 
3s. dd., 33. 6d., and 3s. 8d, each. 

Governors kept in stock from three-eighths of an inch 
to four inches bore. 

Samples and Testimonials forwarded on application 
to WILLIAM CLiBRAN, 43, Todd Street, MANCHESTER 


ALFRED PENNY, Engineer, 
WENLOCK IRON WORKS, 
WHARF ROAD, CITY ROAD, LONDON. 

Mr. Penny begs to inform Gas and Water Compa- 
nies that he undertakes the erection of new, or the 
alteration of existing, works; and that he may be con- 
sulted generally on all matters connected with gas and 
water supply. He is also prepared to supply best Cold- 
blast Retorts, Socket-Pipes, and Connections, Iron 
Borings, &c. &c., and all the necessary Castings used 
in Gas and Water-Works. 
*,* Country orders executed with care and despatch, 











By Royal Letters Patent, 





PL Sax 


AY’S Patent Equitable Gas-Meter 
is the most effective preventive of fraud by 
“ tilting,” and is as simple in construction as the 
common meter. 
Manufactured only by 


W. COWAN, 
60, BUCCLEUCH STREET, 
EDINBURGH; 
D 


AN 
COMMERCIAL CHAMBERS, 
RIDINGS COURT. ST. MARY’S GATE, 
MANCHESTER. 





J LIFF’S Fire Bricks, Clay 
7 


RETORTS, &c. 








Orders for London and South of England to be ad- 
dressed to Mr. Newton, Agent for the District, 16, 
Castle Terrace, New Hampstead Road, KENTISH 
Town, N.W. 

N.B.—A few Retorts of each size, and alarge stock 
- and Lumps, always on hand at the above 

arf, 


ORGE ANDERSON, Gas and 
CONSULTING ENGINEER, 
104, LEADENHALL STREET, LONDON (E.C.). 


DIRECT-ACTING GAS-EXHAUSTERS, 








ENJAMIN GIBBONS, Jun, 
DEEPDALE FIRE-CLAY & BRICK WORKS, 
| Near DUDLEY, 
Manufacturer of every description of Fire-Bricks, 
Lumps, Quarries, Shields, Flue Covers, &c., to any size 
or shape required. 
PIRE-CLAY RETORTS, 
TO MopkL oR DRAWING. 

B. G. begs to call the attention of Gas Companies to 
his Fire-Clay Retorts, which have been used with great 
satisfaction in some of the largest Gas-Works in the 
Metropolis and many Provincial Towns in England, 

References given, if required. 





TO GAS & WATER COMPANIES, ENGINEERS: 
AND FITTERS, ~ 


SIDE’S Registered Tube-Vice 


holds all sizes of Wrought-Iron and Brass Tubes 
with the greatest firmness and least — pressure; 
consequently it is not so liable to split or damage the 
Tubes as the ordinary Vice, and considerably facili- 
tates the Workman, who may do almost double the 
quantity of work. Also, 

GARSIDE’S IMPROVED MAIN - DRILLING 
CLIPS, for Drilling Holes for Service-Pipes. With 
this instrument the perforation of Pipes for the attach- 
ment of smaller Tubes can be effected with great ease 
and precision. Likewise, 

HEAP’S REGISTERED GAS TONGS, most highly 
approved of as vastly superior to those in present use. 
Stocks, Taps, and Dies, together with all tools con- 
nected with Gas Engineering. 

For Drawings, Testimonials, and prices, apply to th 
Maker, S. GARSIDE, Stamford St., ASHTON-UNDER= 
LYNE. 





<> 
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BOULTON’S PATENT 
INS DRY GAS-METERS, 


Of which upwards of 24,000 are at present in use, 


lied either with or without Steam-Engines and 
Boilers. 


FOUR-WAY DIAPHRAGM VALVES, 
one of which answers the purpose of THREE ordi- 
nary Valves, as applied to Purifiers, or in shutting off 
and passing Station-Meters, Governors, or other ap- 
paratus, while the Connecting-Pipes are also much 
simplified. , 
RETORT SETTINGS, 
designed to be heated by Tar alone, and with a total 
absence of Smoke. 

Illustrated circulars, giving references and every in- 

formation, may be obtained on application as above, 


ALTER MABON, Engineer, 
ARDWICK IRON WoRKS, FAIRFIELD STREET 
MANCHESTER, 
Manufacturer of 

IRON TANKS for Gasholders, Railway Stations, &c. 

GASHOLDERS.—Extensive premises at Gorton, 
solely for the facture of Gasholders, and other 
heavy Wrought-Iron Structures. 

GAS APPARATUS.—W. M. has an extensive assort- 
ment of patterns for Purifiers from 4 feet to 15 feet 
square, also round ones from 4 feet to 10 feet diameter; 
Scrubbers, Condensers, Washers, Columns, Girders, 
and Tripod Patterns, suitable for Gasholders, from 
10 feet to 150 feet diameter, either Single-lift or Tele- 
scope. Contractor for Gas Works of any Magnitude, 
Designs, Specifications, and Estimates furnished. 

WROUGHT and CAST IRON ROOFS for Railway 
Stations, Gas Works, Warehouses, and Sheds, pre- 
pared for Slates or for Co ated Iron. 

IRON HOUSES, either for Dwellings, Manufac- 
tories, or Public Buildings. 

PIPESand VALVES, for Gas and Water, from2inches 


PP 











to 48 inches bore. 





: 


a 


ut uti 





y 


= registration and the superior workmanship and 
materials used in their construction, enables the 
Patentee to sell them now at competitive prices 
with those of other makers. 

Every description of Improved Wet or Patent 
md Meters and Gas Apparatus manufactured 


JOSEPH BOULTON 
28, BAGNIGGE WELLS ROAD, CLERKENWELL. 


Ky | having — - —— an unparalleled 
: ) | patronage from all the principal Gas Companies ae 
= j and C : s, on P tof their waning variations of pressure, and 


than one farthing per hour. 





THE UNIVERSAL 


GAS-BURNERS REGULATOR, 
(GEYELIN’S PATENT,) 


| The only one in the world by which the flame from Argand, 
Fish-tail, and all other Burners remain invariable under all 


Can be fixed horizontal, close to, or distant from, 
the Burner; is ornamental, simple in construction, con- 
sisting of a double chamber, the inner perforated, covered 
with a diaphragm giving action to a spherical valve. 


PRICE 3s. EACH. 
Can at all times be seen tested at the Manufacturer's, 
JOSEPH BOULTON 
28, BAGNIGGE WELLS ROAD. 


NOW READY, 


OL. VII. of the JOURNAL of GAS 
LIGHTING, WATER SUPPLY, and SANI- 
TARY IMPROVEMENT, for 1858, price 2ls., bound 
in cloth and lettered. A few copies of Vols. II., IIL, 
IV., V. and VI. are still on sale. 
W. B. KiNG, 11, Bolt Court, Fleet Street. 





THE GREAT CENTRAL 
GAS CONSUMERS’ COMPANY. 
Just Published, 


A FULL Report of the Proceedings 

on the ARBITRATION between A, A. CROLL, 
Esq.,and the GREAT CENTRAL GAS CONSUMERS’ 
COMPANY. Before C. MAY, Esq., C.E., F.R.S., and 
THOMAS G. BARLOW, Esq., C.E., Arbitrators, and 
C. HOGGINS, Esq., Q.C., Umpire. 
Reprinted from the Journal of Gas Lighting, Water 

Supply, and Sanitary Improvement. 
Price 5s., bound in cloth, 

A few Copies are on Sale, bound up with the Pro- 
ceedings before the Parliamentary Committee on the 
Company’s Bill in 1850—price 7s. 6d. 

W. B. Kina, Office of the “ JourNaAL OF Gas 
LIGHTING,” &c., 1!, Bolt Court, Fleet Street, LONDON, 
E.C. 





PAROCHIAL ASSESSMENT OF GAS 
AND WATER WORKS. 
Just Published, 


FULL Report of the Arguments 
and the JUDGMENT of the COURT of 
QUEEN’S BENCH, delivered on February 25, 1859, in 
the case of the WEST MIDDLESEX WATER-WORKS 
COMPANY and the OVERSEERS of HAMPTON. 
Price 1s.; by Post, ls. ld. 


Also, uniform with the above, price 2s., 


A REPORT of the Appeal of the Cam- 
BRIDGE GASLIGHT COMPANY versus the 
GUARDIANS of the CAMBRIDGE UNION, heard at 
the BOROUGH SESSIONS on Saturday, January 8, 
and Friday, January 14, 1859. 

W. B. Kina, Office of the “ JourRNaL OF Gas 
LIGHTING,” &c., 11, Bolt Court, Fleet Street, LONDON, 
E.C = 


&. 





ILLIAM RYDER, General 
MINERAL anp METAL AGENT anpD 
MERCHANT, 4, DEAN STREET, 
NEWCASTLE-ON-TYNE, 
is prepared to supply Gas and Water Companies with 
Apparatus and Appliances of every description, in- 
cluding Cast and Wrought Iron Goods, Coals, Fire- 
Bricks, Retorts, &c. &c. 
Any communications addressed to him as above shall 
have prompt attention. 


SHEEN, Gas and Railway 

e Lantern nenee, Holborn Hill, begs to 

inform Managers of Gas-Works, &c., that she con- 

tinues to contract and supply Lanterns on reasonable 
terms, and keep them in repair by the year. 


OUSE and CO., Boiler and 
GASHOLDER MAKERS, 
GLOBE PATENT TUBE WORKS, 
WEDNESBURY, 

Beg to draw the attention of Engineers and Managers 
of Gas Works to the superior quality of the Article 
they manufacture, both in respect of the iron employed, 
and the perfect manner in which it 1s welded; in 
proof of which they can refer to the testimonials of the 
most eminent Gas Engineers, and the experience of 
the principal of thelarge Gas Companies of the kingdom. 
Orders promptly executed. 











the cost of each light is less 








JAMES OAKES and CO., | 


ALFRETON IRON WORKS, DERBYSHIRE, 


AND 

WENLOCK IRON WHARF, 20, WHARF ROAD, 
CITY ROAD, LONDON, 

Beg to inform Gas and Water Companies and the public, 
that they keep in stock in London all the CASTINGS 
in general use in Gas and Water Works, including 
best cold-blast Iron Retorts, Socket and Flange Pipes 
of all sizes, Rends, Branches, Syphons, Lamp Columns | 
of various patterns, &c. 

N.B.—Orders for Cast-iron Tanks, Girders, Columns, 
Cylinders, and ail irregular castings, will have immedi- 


ate attention. 
CHARLES HORSLEY, Agent. 
_C. H. is prepared to carry out the warming and ven- 
tilation of public buildings, &c. ; also civil engineering | 
'n general, | 














ON THE Lowgst TERMS. 


F. & C. OSLER, 


44, OXFORD STREET, LONDON; 
Manufactory—Broad Street, Birmingham— Established 1807, 
MANUPACT URERS OF GLASS CHANDELIERS, GLASS 

> LUSTRES, TABLE GLASS, &c. &c. 
ELEGANT CRYSTAL GLASS CHANDELIERS, for GAS, from £4 upwards 


(Made from **ReGistzREpD’’ DasiGns), with GLass Branougs, &c.; suitable 
for DRawtNna-rooms and BALL-RooMs. The more extensive use of Gas in 
private dwellings has induced Messrs. OsLgR to direct their particular atten- 
tion to the manufacture of this clasc of articles—which, with a view to their 
general adoption, are offered at ve derate prices. Purch 
a great variety of patterns, to which additions are being constantly made. 
THBATRES, CONCERT, ASSEMBLY, AND BALL Rooms LIGHTSD BY EsTIMats 
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ESSON’S PATENT 
COMPENSATING GASMETER 


Affords absolute security both to Gas Companies and Consumers, by maintaining a constantly accurate Water-Level under all 
circumstances, by means so simple and effective as to baffle and remove those objections which have been successfully urged 


ainst other complicated contrivances professing the same object. 
P g ie 
} 
MANUFACTURED ONLY BY | 


WILLIAM COWAN, 
Buccleuch Street Works, EDINBURGH ; 


AND 


Commercial Chambers, Ridings Court, St. Mary’s Gate, MANCHESTER. | 


EstTaBLISHED 1827. 

















By Her Majesty’ s Royal Letters Patent. 


MEACOCK, 


PATENT DRY and IMPROVED WET GAS-METER WORKS, 
7, SNOW HILL, anp 16, WEST STREET, LONDON. 
ESTABLISHED 1836. 


J. MEACOCK begs to call attention to his patent method of securing the Leather 
diaphragm of his Dry Meter. Instead of using the soldering iron for this purpose, 
it is held between td flat Metal Rings, and screw ed up sound to ametal frame, as 
shown in the drawing. 


By this improvement the perishing effect of hot tools to leather being avoided, its 
durability must be longer; also, its repair when needful is most simple, as anew 
leather diaphragm can be applied by merely unscrewing the old one from the rim 
or frame to which it had been screwed up. 

Meters of Gas Companies being subject to so much wear and tear, J. M. begs 
leave to assure those who may honour him with their commands, that nothing 
but the stoutest materials for cases, the hardest gas-resisting metals, and best 
foreign leather for the interiors, will be used, and none but first-class workmen 
employed in their construction. 


Wet Gas-Meters Repaired and Reconstructed with J, Meacock’s Modern 
Improvements. 


METERS SENT ON APPROVAL. 
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In consequence of the great demand for the above Meters, J. Meacock has found it necessary to remove his | 
Manufactory to more extensive Premises, 16, West Street, Smithfield, where Orders will be executed | 
‘| 








on the shortest notice. 








EDWARD COCKEY & SONS | 
PATENT GAS VALVES. | 


TuEsE Valves are formed of two cast-iron cylinders, with seg- 
mental divisions, having faces ground gas-tight, the upper 
cylinder turning horizontally on the lower one. 


The lower cylinder has pipes from each division communi- 
cating with the vessels to and from which gas is to be passed. 
The upper cylinder has corresponding divisions, so arranged 
as to direct the passage of gas to the different segmental | 
divisions in the lower part, and when it is turned on the face 
of the lower one to alter the flow of gas from one vessel to 
another. 





Fig. 1 shows the Valve prepared for two purifiers, in which, by turning the upper cylinder, Fig. 2, the Gas is directed to | 
either purifier separately. 

Another arrangement is just completed for two purifiers, by which the Gas may be directed through both purifiers together, | 
entering either first, or through either purifier separately. The advantages of this arrangement will be too manifest to | 
Gas Manufacturers to need comment. 


| 
| 
The Valves are manufactured by the Patentees at their | 
IRON WORKS, FROME SELWOOD. | 

| 


The following Testimonial has been received from an eminent Engineer :— 
Gaslight and Coke Company's Office, Cheltenham, Jan. 17, 1859. 
Messrs, Cockey and Sons, Frome. 
Gentlemen,—The Patent Purifier Centre Valve which I had fixed instead of the common hydraulic valve for one of our sets of purifiers with | 
9-inch connexions, I am happy to say continues to afford satisfaction both to myself and to the workmen who have the charge of it, | 
I am, Gentlemen, yours truly, W. Esson. || 


EDWARD COCKEY AND SONS | 





ALSO MANUFACTURE 


PURIFIERS, SCRUBBERS, CONDENSERS, anv OTHER IMPROVED GAS APPARATUS, | | 





HAVING PATTERNS SUITABLE FOR GAS-WORKS OF DIFFERENT SIZES. 
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FIRE-CLAY GAS RETORTS. 


ae 



















i) 





ESTABLISHED IN 1795. 





JOSEPH CLIFF, 


WORTLEY FIRE-BRICK WORKS, near LEEDS. 


THESE RETORTS are unrivalled in excellence, being the BEST FINISHED INTERNALLY, and THE MOST CORRECT IN FORM, of any in the Kingdom. From the peculiar 
composition used in working up the face of the material, they are rendered unusually smooth, close, and FREE FROM SURFACE CRACKS, thus, ina great measure, preventing 
leakage and the adhesion of carbon to their interior surface. 

To meet the yearly increasing demand of UPWARDS OF THIRTY SEASONS and to carry out the late improvements in the manufacture, the Premises have been 
re-erected and much enlarged, and Engineers may rely WITH CONFIDENCE on their orders being completed with a greater regard to despatch than by any other House. 





PAdDoN and FORD respectfully 


invite the attention of Gas Companies and Ma- 
nagers to their PATENT STREET LAMP REGU- 
LATOR, which ensures any required consumption. 


“ Unaccounted-for Gas ” considerably decreased. 
ADDON and FORD, Patent 


GAS-METER AND APPARATUS WORKS, 
GRAY’S-INN-ROAD, LONDON, 





LANTERNS, &c. &c. 

Contractors for the erection or alteration of Gas- 
Works; and-every description of Apparatus required 
in Gas-Works supplied. 


No. 8, WENLOCK-RoAD, CiTy-RoAD, LONDON, 

Contracts for Tanks, Gasholders, Roofs, Purifiers, 
and all descriptions of Gas Apparatus executed on the 
most reasonable terms. Improved Slide Valves, Steam, 
and Range Boilers, and Smiths’ Work, of the best 
materials and workmanship. 





For EXPORT from the Ports of 


M. B. NEWTON, London 


By its use a great saving is effected, and the item of | 


Manufacturers of WeTand Dry GAs METERS,STATION | 
METERS, GOVERNORS, EXPERIMENTAL APPARATUS, | 


GEORGE CUTLER, Gasholder | 
MAKER, 


THE WORKS ARE WELL SITUATED 


LONDON, LIVERPOOL, 


HULL, MIDDLESBRO’, 


HARTLEPOOL, and STOCKTON. 








| 
| 


the works. 





CHESTER-LE-STREET, 
DURHAM. 
Manufactory for every description of Casting and 
Machinery for Gas Works and Water Works. 


nections of all sizes and in any quantity, Scott’s Wharf, 
Bankside, Southwark. 
Office in London, Mr. E, M. PERkINs, 78, Lombard 


Warehouse in London for Cast-iron Pipes and Con- | 


FIRE-BRICKS, LUMPS, GUARDS, TILES, AND CLAY OF THE SAME QUALITY. 
Agent, No. 4, Wharf, King’s Cross Goods Station. 





BRYAN DONKIN & CO. 


keep always on stock their 


IMPROVED GAS VALVES, 
from 2 inches to 18 inches, price lls. 6d. to 13s. 6d. per inch diameter 


List of prices, with full dimensions of all sizes up to 27 inches, to be 
had on application. 


These Valves are all proved to 30 lbs. on the square inch before leaving 


BRYAN DONKIN & CO, 
ENGINEERS, 


NEAR GRANGE ROAD, BERMONDSEY. 
BieiLey IRON WORKS, 


ARRIS and PEARSON 
“PROPRIETORS OF 
BEST CLASS-HOUSE POT AND CRUCIBLE CLAY. 
MANUFACTURERS OF 
PIRE BRICKS GAS RETORTS &C, 


AMBLECOTB FIRE CLAY AND Brick Works, 
STOURBRIDGE, 
Late in the occupation of I. and W. King. 

















“ALL DOUBTS REMOVED.” 
EFRIES’ celebrated Dry Gas- 


METERS, of which there are 80,000 in use in 
Palaces, Churches, Chapels, Royal Dock-yards, Club 
Houses, Public Offices, and other buildings throughout 
the Empire, the Continent, and Colonies. 

His meter for 1500 lights, in use upwards of ten 
years at the Royal Italian Opera, until that building 
was destroyed by fire, was long afterwards dug out of 
the burnt ruins, then tested by the Chartered Gas Com- 
pany and found inflexibly correct. 

On the 9th of June, 1858, at the Western Gas Com- 
pany. his meter for 150 lights, after considerable use, 
was doubted, and subjected to the most variable tests, 
from the full lighting down to a single jet, and in each 
case, as in numerous other instances, accuracy was 
finely indicated. 

His two large meters at the Thames Tunnel have 
been in constant use day and night for upwards of 
twelve years (onecontinuation of dark hours), subjected 
to the wear and tear of 75 years, as compared with the 
ordinary hours of using gaslight above ground. 

Gas Companies honouring Mr. Defries with their 
commands for his PATENT DRY METER, which 
has done so much service in simplifying the fitting up 
|| of gas, as well as checking surreptitious burning, will 
| be guaranteed perfection for five years free of charge. 

Defries’ Prize-Medal Gas Baths, Gas-Cooking and 
Heating Stoves. The Polytechnic Gas Fire, with in- 
destructible fuel, in daily operation (Saturday ex- 
cepted) at the Office, 406, Euston Road, Fitzroy Square, 
LONDON. 


Street. 


Originally J. Pidcock, Esq. 


BEST AND CHEAPEST SLUICE-COCK. 











Above 3-inch diameter, price 10s. perinch. Brass face, 6d. per inch extra, 

Can be taken to pieces without being removed from the line of Piping. 
NORTH WILTS FOUNDRY, DEVIZES. 
Wholesale Agents, Messrs. S. and E. RANSOME, 31, Essex Street, Strand, E.C., 
Where a Sample may be seen. 


| WILLIAM INGHAM AND SONS, 
“ WORTLEY FIRE-BRICK AND RETORT WORKS, 
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| W. INGHAM and SONS, having for many years been extensively engaged in the Manufacture of 
1 RETORTS AND FIRE-BRICKS FROM THE CELEBRATED WORTLEY PIRE-CLAY, 

| ' beg to call especial attention to their RETORTS, which have for many seasons proved to be uusurpassed in quality by any in the Kingdom, their FREEDO M 
1 CRACKS and’ the ADHESION OF CARBON rendering them worthy the attention of all parties interested in the eating of Gas. ” : . aaa 

| The Works are of such magnitude as to ensure the prompt execution of orders to any extent, 


Estimates for Setting, or Bricklayers sent when required. 
GAS OVENS IN SEGMENTS OF EQUAL QUALITY. 
| London Agents: CHADWICK and AKEROYD, Willington Stone Wharf, Regent’s Park Basin. 
|| A large stock of Fire-Bricks, Fire-Clay, Terra Cotta, and Drain-Pipes of all sizes kept in London at CHRISTIE & CO.— 
| Wharf, 64, Bankside, Southwark, where all particulars of Prices, &c., may be obtained. 
| N.B.—Ezport orders continue to have prompt attention. 
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ALEXANDER WRIGHT, 


GAS ENGINEER, MANUFACTURER OF GAS-METERS, GOVERNORS, AND EVERY DESCRIPTION OF GAS APPARATUS, 
55, MILLBANK STREET, WESTMINSTER. 
CONSUMERS’ METERS at the List Price, with a Liberal Discount to Wholesale Purchasers. 
THOMPSON’S BROMINE TEST, £1. 1s.—Bromrne, 3s. per Ounce. 
BISULPHURET OF CARBON TEST, £2. 2s. 


APPARATUS FOR DETERMINING THE HEATING POWER OF SAMPLES OF COAL ae OTHER DESCRIPTIONS OF FUEL, $5. 5s., 
INVENTED By LEWIS THOMPSON, Esq., M.R.C 


REGISTERING PRESSURE GAUGE, Net Price, £8. Glass Shade, 10s. extra. 
STATION METERS, PRESSURE GAUGES, PHOTOMETERS, SPECIFIC GRAVITY APPARATUS, &c. 


CROLL’S 
PATENT IMPROVED DRY GAS-METER, 
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NEW VALVE. OLD VALVE. 
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Manufactured by ‘CROLL, RAIT. and CO., LONDON. 
FACTORY—Canal Bridge, Kingsland Road, N.E. 


Messrs. Croux, Rarr, and Co. having stated that the New Valve is an improvement to Mr. CROLL’S DRY GAS. 
METER, have much pleasure in supporting that statement by the opinion of practical men. They have authority to say that 
the following gentlemen, connected with the London Gas Companies, consider the alterations lately made, especially those 
affecting the Valves, to be important improvements therein. 








GEORGE LOWE, F.R.S., Consulting Engineer to the Chartered Gas Company. 


WILLIAM MANN, Engineer 
ROBERT JONES, Engineer . 
HUNTER JONES, late Engineer 


JOSEPH CLARK, Engineer . .~. . ) 
THOMAS KIRKHAM, Engineer . . . 


DAVID METHVEN, Engineer . 
ROBERT LAING, Engineer and henner. 
RICHARD JONES, Engineer 
WILLIAM INNES, Engineer . 
GEORGE WILTON, Resident eshte 


THOMAS LIVESEY, Engineer and Secretary . 


DAVID HUNTER, Jun., Resident Engineer 


3 


City of London Gas Company. 
Commercial Gas Company. 
Equitable Gas Company. 


Imperial Gas Company. 


Independent Gas Company. 
London Gas Company. 
Phoenix Gas Company. 
Ratcliff Gas Company. 


South Metropolitan Gas Company. 
Surrey Consumers’ Gas Company. 





This opinion is also confirmed by 
JOHN KIRKHAM, Civil and Consulting Gas Engineer. | 
R. M. CHRISTIE a a | 
THOMAS G. BARLOW os »» 
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D, HULETT ‘and CO., 55 and 56, HIGH HOLBORN, LONDON, 


PATENTEES and MANUFACTURERS of the ONLY GOOD MERCURIAL GAS REGULATOR, 
invite the attention of Gas Companies and the Trade generally to their Improved GAS-METERS, which they warrant equal to 
any in Quality, Workmanship, and Simplicity of Construction, and the only Meters from which Gas cannot be obtained without 
being duly registered. - MANUFACTURERS OF 

GAS CHANDELIERS, GLASS LUSTRES, HALL LANTERNS, VESTIBULES, BRACKETS, PENDANTS ; 

DOUBLE CONE, ALBERT, SHADOWLESS, & EVERY DESCRIPTION OF BURNER, UNION JETS, BATSWINGS, ETC.; 
IMPROVED FULL-WAY CARTER’S VALVES (much approved of); 
GAS-STOVES, and every article connected with Gas Apparatus. 

CAST & WROUGHT-IRON PIPE, BLACK & GALVANIZED. COPPER. TIN, BRASS, & COMPOSITION TUBING. 
D HULETT’S IMPROVED SERVICE CLEANSER 

for clearing out Mains, Services, and Interior Fittings—60s. net. m 
Boyle's Patent Silvered Glass Combination Reflectors and Outside Lanterns. 
Sole Manufacturers of Church and Mann’s Photometer. 
Large Pattern Books, with every description of Gas-Fittings, Chandeliers, &c., with complete Book of Prices, 12s. 
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